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Globalisation produced a crisis in the trade 
union movement. 

As capitalists shifted production around the 
world in search of cheaper labour, less health and 
safety regulation, lower corporate taxes and poor- 
er environmental protection, all backed by the World 
Trade Organisation, national-based unions were 
hemmed in. 

The traditional bastions of trade unionism 
diminished and new, unorganised workplaces 
grew. And the hard-won gains in hours, condi- 
tions and union rights in the West and the Glob- 
al North were clawed back as social democratic 
and labour parties adopted the free market con- 
sensus. 

The first to react to this new environment were 
the rank and file. When Liverpool dockers were 
sacked in September 1995 for refusing to cross a 
picket line put up by trainee youth, they flew round 
the world boycotting scab cargo. They formed 
an alliance with the new environmentalist move- 
ment, Reclaim the Streets, to occupy docks and 
physically defend their strike. 

But they were stabbed in the back by a bureau- 
cratic leadership determined to defend the union's 
assets and abide by the law. 


Continued over page... 


In February 2003, two million people took to 
the streets of London to demonstrate against the 
coming war with Iraq. This marked the high point 
of the Stop the War Coalition (StWC) and the anti- 
war movement in Britain. Since then StWC has 
done little to campaign against the occupation. A 
flurry of public meetings to build for this month's 
demonstration on Sunday 17 October cannot hide 
the fact that for the past year other organisations 
and trade unions have been doing more effective 
solidarity work. 
® US Labor Against the War, which has the 

support of millions in US trade unions, has been 
building links with Iraq trade unions, sending 
delegations of workers to Iraq and exposing the 
practices of the US multinationals making 
millions in Iraq. 

e In the UK, other campaigning bodies such as 
www.iragoccupation-focus.org.uk have called 
demonstrations, organised speaking tours and 
published regular bulletins and information 
detailing the US and UK's attacks on Iraqis, the 
continuing guerrilla war and the lack of 
accountability or independence of the interim 
government. 

© Women’s organisations have supported the 
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On 26 September 2004 Jagdeesh Singh, a 
34-year-old Sikh man, was attacked while 
walking down the street with his young 
nephew. He was punched 30 times as a group of 
youth subjected him to a barrage of abuse, 
including shouts of “Bin Laden” and “Paki”. 
This kind of racist attack on today’s Black, 
Asian, Jewish, Roma and refugee communities 
has become a daily reality. Violent racism is on 
the rise across Europe and with it the growth of 
the far-right and it’s time for anti-racists 
everywhere to step up the fight back. 

The start of any fightback is to know your 
enemy. Where does racism come from, and why 
is it so deep-rooted in our society? 

Some people think racist ideas can be 
overcome just by educating people out of their 
prejudices but it takes far more than this to 
tackle racism. It is not just a question of 
irrational “prejudice”, but is deeply entrenched 
in our society — it runs through the state’s most 
powerful institutions. Over the last few years 
the police, the prison service, the Home Office 
and the Crown Prosecution Service have all 
been exposed as guilty of institutional racism. 
Nor is it simply one of racist ideas and racist 
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Assemble: Russell Square, 
1:00pm. March to Trafalgar 
Square for a rally at 3:30pm, 
with music from Asian Dub 
Foundation at 5:00pm. 
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it is now 10 years since the Zapatista rebellion in 
south eastern Mexico sparked a solidarity movement 
of thousands of activists across the world. But it was 
more than just a solidarity movement, it was the 
beginnings of a co-ordinated and international resist- 
ance to neo-liberal globalisation. 

Young people have come to this movement in stag- 
gering numbers. From the very earliest days the 
organised and conscious resistance movement to 
globalisation was characterised by the emergence of 
a newly politicised generation that had grown up 
knowing nothing else than the horrors of Thatch- 
erism and its international equivalents. This gen- 
erations stood up and said no. In the face of the so 
called victory of capitalism and “end of history” 
we said that there must be an alternative, we could 
not and would not go on like this; we would fight 
for another world. 

This anticapitalist movement was founded on the 
direct action militancy of young people. Not content 
to protest in the same ways that are perfectly accept- 
able to the establishment we have taken the fight to 
the system. Today, the militant wing of this move- 
ment again remains incredibly young. Everywhere 
- from the summit sieges to the stop the war 
movement - it is young people who have risked injury 
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The third European Social Forum 
gathers on 15 October at the Alexan- 
dra Place in London. Interesting as the 
plenaries and seminars may be, impor- 
tant as the networking is, it will all ulti- 
mately prove fruitful only if one meet- 
ing, held on the Sunday morning, is 
a success: the Assembly of the Social 
Movements. 

It was the Assembly of Social Move- 
ments in Florence in November 2002 
that issued the call, which brought 
between 10 and 20 million people onto 
the streets on 15 February 2003 against 
the invasion of Iraq. This showed the 
power of the anticapitalist movement 
when it issues a courageous call to 
action. 

In itself this was a historic event. 
However it held the potential do some- 
thing even more historic, to stop the 
war, or rather to turn it into a social 
war against the warmongers. From the 
platforms in Hyde Park and around the 
world, the call could have gone out to 
launch a massive social upheaval that 
could have toppled Blair, Aznar, Berlus- 
coni and Bush. 

Why did it fail? Because the leaders 
of our movement rested content with 
getting two million people on the 
streets rather than campaigning for 
strikes and street blockades to halt the 
economy. 

The union leaders were long on the 
rhetoric and short on calls to action. 
The so-called revolutionaries of the 
Socialist Workers Party did not call on 
the union leaders like the CWU’s 
Billy Hayes to launch action. 

It was overwhelmingly youth, main- 
ly school students, who struck, 
marched and blocked the streets. Some 
workplaces did take action. Those with 
a militant tradition, created by rank 
and file activists, not by the union lead- 





ers. In Italy, Ya Basta! autonomists, 
Cobas syndicalists, young Fiom met- 
alworkers blocked the transit of US mil- 
itary equipment. But the major unions 
kept to fine words only. 

The demonstrations against Bush’s 
visits to Europe in 2003-4 again 
mobilised hundreds of thousands, the 
organisers did not turn the movement 
into one against the occupation and in 
solidarity with the resistance. 

By 2004 the demonstrations had 
shrunk to the size they were before the 
war started. Thus the anti-war move- 
ment suffered a setback, from which 
it has not yet recovered. 

However, the scale of the Iraqi 
resistance and the descent into chaos 
of the US-led occupation is driving the 
USA to ever more bloody attacks on 
rebellious Iraqi cities, creating the 
potential for a rebirth of the movement 
in the year ahead. 

In Paris, the Assembly Of The Social 
Movements, which concluded the ESF, 
failed to repeat the enormous suc- 
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cess of Florence. 

The German trade unions floated the 
idea of a pan-European day of action, 
strikes and mass demonstrations which 
would confront the European Union lead- 
ers and expose their plans to privatise the 
transport and electronic communica- 
tions systems, to reduce and break up the 
public education, heath and welfare serv- 
ices, and slash pensions entitlements. 

The effect of such a call would have 
been enormous. It would show that cap- 
italist globalisation could be matched by 
working class internationalism. 

But the German unions and social 
forums got no support from the French 
and the British and only a lukewarm 
response from the Italians. They would 
only agree to “consultation” with the 
ETUC and the unions, not only the big 
traditionally communist-led federations, 
the CGT and the Cgil, but also the “new” 
syndicalist G10-Solidaires and Cobas fed- 
erations too. Why? 

Because the most radical Italian party, 
Rifondazione Comunista, and the two 
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struggles against the oppression of 
Iraqi women, from the Islamists, the 
secular government and the 
occupation forces. For example, 
speaking tours for the Organisation 
of Women’s Freedom in Iraq (OWFI) 
have been organised and even Marie 
Claire magazine donated $5,000 to 
Iraqi women’s groups. 

* The British TUC passed a motion at 
last month's annual conference 
calling for trade unions to build links 
with Iraqi unions and to campaign 
against the attacks on workers’ 
rights such as the US raids on trade 
union headquarters last year. It is 
also called for a definite date for 
British troops to be pulled out. 

Of course all these initiatives have 
problems. USLAW'’s activities 
sometimes appear more concerned with 
the fate of US troops rather than 
justice for the Iraqi people. Iraq 
Occupation Focus does little more than 
organise monthly central London 
meetings and send out a newswire. The 
OWFI is controlled by the Stalinist sect, 
Worker Communist Party of Iraq. And, 
of course, the TUC could neither hold 
the line of the big union leaders when it 
counted at Labour Party, nor direct its 
support to the more radical Iraqi 
unions. 

Nevertheless, the proliferation of 
anti-war initiatives proves there is 
work to be done and activists to do it. 

StWC could have played a vital role 
in organising this activity. It could have 
mobilised some of the millions who 
came on last year’s demonstrations to 
campaign against the occupation. 

But it didn’t. Instead solidarity work 
is unorganised and has often been left 
to human rights groups or NGOs: 


organisations that, at best, may be 
critical of the occupation and the 
corporate take over of iraq, but have no 
strategy to combat either, and, at 
worse, accept the occupation and work 
with US and UK troops. 
Why has StWC been quiet over the 
past year? Because it is a coalition of 
disparate forces unwilling to pursue 
militant tactics: 
¢ CND, wants a United Nations solution 
to the Iraqi crisis, 

© The Communist Party of Britain also 
has illusions in the United Nations 

® The Muslim Association of Britain is a 

cross-class religious body, and 

¢ The Socialist Workers Party was 
against the war and any UN role, but 
was unwilling to argue for a strategy 
that went beyond pacifism for fear of 
splitting the coalition. 

CND's and the Communist Party's 
strategy was to pressurise MPs and use 
legal channels to oppose the war. But 
this failed because most Labour MPs 
thought more about their careers than 
the dead of Iraq. 

At the rally after the two million 
strong February 15 demonstration, 
speakers form StWC, including SWP 
members such as Lindsey German, 
refused to call on the trade union 
leaders to organise strike action 
against the war, demand MPs vote 
against the war or be branded traitors, 
or to organise a mass campaign of civil 
disobedience to bring Britain to a halt. 

Instead, StWC speakers told 
everyone to go home to prepare for the 
next demonstration. 

Even now StWC is hampered by the 
politics of the main organisations who 
can not agree on a strategy for building 
@ movement against the occupation. 

We need a militant campaign 
against the occupation and to get the 
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US/UK and other countries’ troops out. 
A campaign that could organise mass 
action and build international relations 
with Iraqi unions and organisations 
resisting the occupation. StWC could 
play a key role in organising such a 
campaign, but only if it splits from its 
pacifist and legalistic strategy. 

Failure to do so will leave the 
resistance movement in the hands of 
reactionaries such as the Islamists or 
Ba‘athists rather than win it to 
socialism. Worse, it could allow the US 
to turn Iraq into a client state with 
tame unions and political parties bribed 


and corrupted by corporations. 


KEY MEETINGS 


* Ending wars in Europe 
Friday 1-3 pm 
Eamon McCann, Tony Benn 

® Iraq: Resisting the occupation 
Friday 4-6 pm 

° What future for Palestine? 
Friday 4-6 pm 
Mustapha Barghouti 


 lraq: End the occupation 
Friday 7-9 pm 
Lindsey German . 


¢ Challenging US imperialism 
Saturday 11.30-1.30 pm 
Ahmed Ben Bella, George 
Galloway, Aleida Guevara 
© ANTI-WAR ASSEMBLY 
Saturday 7-9 pm 








strongest international tendencies 
which claim to be revolutionary — the 
Fourth International and the Interna- 
tional Socialist Tendency, whose 
strongest sections are the Ligue com- 
muniste revolutionaire and the Social- 
ist Workers Party — were the fixated with 
the idea of a breakthrough at the 
coming year’s European elections. The 
former got a catastrophic slump in their 
vote and lost all their seat in the 
European parliament and the latter’s 
Respect party got a mediocre showing. 

This electoral cretinism, when there 
was a battle to fight in the workplaces 
and on the streets, restricted the “social 
15 February” largely to Germany. 

In fact 2003-04 saw a rise in Europe- 
wide bosses’ attack on working class 
social gains and attempts to put 
Europe’s workers on American rations. 
The Chirac-Raffarin Gaullist govern- 
ment in France, the Schroeder-Fisch- 
er “Red-Green” coalition in Germany, 
as well as from the Berlusconi-Fini 
House of Liberty in Italy are all deter- 
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language. It goes deeper. Society is 
not racist because of people’s racist 
ideas — it’s the other way round. 
Racist ideology is nurtured and 
perpetuated by the social system. 

Black workers are not only held 
back by the racist prejudices of their 
top managers. They are also 
discriminated against in many 
aspects of training and education. 
They are disadvantaged by a 
promotion system which claims to be 
“colour blind” but which is really 
only blind to racism. 

Similarly, the huge numbers of 
black people in prison does not 
happen just because the police and 
judges are racist — though they are. 
The whole system of deprivation in 
housing, education and employment 
pushes sections of black youth into 
crime. 

Racism is a centuries-old theory 
that is used to justify a global system 
of discrimination against black and 
Asian people that stems from the role 
of Britain and other European states 
as a global colonial power — seizing 
control of Africa, the Indian 
subcontinent, and other parts of the 
world — and looted their resources in 
its own interests. 

In Africa, Britain enslaved 
millions of black people — 
transporting them to cotton, tobacco 


and sugar plantations in America and 
the West Indies. In India. a brutal 
nia! administration ran the 


whole country. The British violenth 
suppressed several huge rebellions by 
the Indian people. When this 
system's victims fought back. the 
British army crushed them using the 
best weapons then available. The 
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mined to force through “reforms”. 

At the same time the European boss- 
es launched a drive to smash the 35 
hour week in France and Germany, 
which had been won in the 1980s and 
1990s. They set out to lower wages with 
direct threats to export production. 
They defeated the once-mighty IG Met- 
all and have imposed give-backs on Ger- 
man workers. 

The European workers are facing a 
day of judgement. Will they suffer the 
defeats which US and British trade 
unions suffered under Reagan and 
Thatcher? Or will they unite against the 
globalisation drive agreed in Lisbon in 
2000? 

This offensive has only just begun. 
The Italian, German and French unions 
have let slip very advantageous 
moments, especially in June 2003, to 
smash the offensive with general 
strikes. But the game is not lost. 

This year the Assembly of the Social 
Movements is at a crossroads, both in 
the struggle against Bush and Blair’s 
attempt to crush the Iraqi (and Pales- 
tinian) resistance, and in the struggle 
to claw back social gains, cut wages and 
increase hours. The Assembly can 
and must produce a declaration that 
ignites mass action against neo-liber- 
alism, war and racism. 

During the ESF we need to fight for 
the daily preparatory meetings for the 
Assembly to draw in proposals from the 
plenaries, seminars and workshops, and 
to agree on a militant draft resolution 
of major mobilisations for 2005. We 
need to thrash out a plan of action to 
combine the forces of the anticapital- 
ist, anti-war and workers’ movements. 

Such a plan must include a return 
to the mass besieging of the meetings 
of the leaders of the capitalist world. In 
June 2005, the G8 will meet in Britain, 
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French, Belgian, Dutch, German, 
Spanish and Portuguese empires all 
played similar roles. 

White European and North 
American intellectuals developed the 
ideas of what might be called modern 
“scientific” racism. To explain why 
the British and European colonialists 
had the “right” to trade in slaves as if 
they were cattle, and to kill them like 
animals, the colonialists had to strip 
that black people of their humanity. 
Theories started to appear suggesting 
that black people were really closer to 
apes than humans. These lies 
developed deep-roots. 

That is why we say that capitalism 
created racism in its modern sense, 
and keeps it going today. It is used 
today to justify the occupation of Iraq 
and the hell-holes of Abu Ghraib, 
Guantanamo Bay and Belmarsh. 

The spread of racist ideas serves 
another purpose for the capitalists as 
a whole: to keep the working class 
divided. The capitalists have to blame 
somebody for all the problems their 
system creates. So they blame the 
victims. Black people and 
immigrants generally become the 
scapegoats for the system’s ills. So we 
see the almost daily scare stories 
about asylum seekers in the likes of 
the Mail, the Express and Sun. 
Across Europe as a whole 


mainstream politicians of most every 
party back ever tighter immigration 
controls and more draconian 
measures aimed at det ¢ asylum 
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Tony Blair claims he is doing 
“everything possible” to save 
Kenneth Bigley’s life. He is lying 


e could do two things. 

both of which would pos- 

sibly save Mr Bigley’s life, 

probably reduce the num- 

ber of future kidnap vic- 
tims, and certainly open the road 
towards a just and democratic future 
for the Iraqi people. 

He could authorise the release of all 
detainees held by British troops in Iraq, 
Afghanistan and elsewhere, and open- 
ly call. on the Americans to do the same. 
He could pull all British troops out of 
Iraq and Afghanistan, and demand 
the Americans follow suit. 

The fact that he will do neither of 
these things makes him guilty as hell. 

As we go to press, the Middle East 
stands on the verge of yet another 
bloodbath. 

First, to mark the fourth anniver- 
sary of the Al Aqsa Intifada, 100 Israeli 
tanks rolled into the Gaza strip on 29 
September, killing dozens of Palestini- 
ans in their wake. 

Two days later, the US 1st Infantry 
Division, backed up by massive air 
strikes, entered the rebel stronghold of 
Samarra. The US claimed to have killed 
125 “guerrillas”; a hospital doctor 
counted 70 dead, including 18 women, 
23 children and seven old men. Then 
water and electricity were cut off, and 
the US military refused to give fur- 
ther details. One can only imagine 
the horror of yet another invasion. 

In its attempt to crush all anti-impe- 
rialist resistance before the promised 
elections next January, the US occu- 
pation army continues its bloody offen- 
sive across Iraq. Eye-witnesses all tell 
a similar tale. 

Iraqi journalist, Abu Bakr al-Dulai- 
mi says, “US forces always claim the 
targeted sites host followers of al-Zar- 
qawi [Mr Bigley’s kidnapper] but they 
are citizens’ residences. There is no sin- 
gle neighbourhood in Fallujah that is 
safe or secure. People ff 
do not head towards other neigh- 


eemng the city 


bourhoods, they leave it.” 

It's the same story in Sadr City, Kut 
and Samarra. While we in the west 
are constantly updated on the latest 
insurgent strike ona police station, the 
terrifying imperialist onslaught on the 
Iraqi people remains hidden. 

And yet even the puppet regime’s 
Health Ministry has recorded damning 
statistics on the occupiers’ record: oper- 
ations by US and multinational forces 
(and the Iraqi police) are killing Iraqi 
civilians at twice the rate as attacks by 
the insurgents. There were 3,487 Iraqi 
deaths in 15 of the country’s 18 
provinces from 5 April, when the 
ministry began compiling the data, 
until 19 September. Among those dead 
were 328 women and children. Anoth- 
er 13,720 Iraqis were injured. Of course 
many Iraqi deaths, especially of insur- 
gents, are never reported so the real fig- 
ures undoubtedly much higher. 

In contrast, 432 American soldiers 
were killed in the same period. 

The Independent estimates the total 
Iraqi death toll since the invasion, chill- 
ingly dismissed as collateral damage by 
the imperialists military command- 
ers and their political masters, stands 
around 33,000. 

And, while the slaughter continues, 
Iraqi men and women continue to be 
incarcerated in the notorious Abu 
Ghraib prison. The hollow commitment 
to destroy this hated institution was 
soon forgotten after Iyad Allawi — US 
puppet premier, ex-Ba’athist secret 
police chief, CIA and MI6 agent, ter- 
rorist and murder suspect — made it 
clear that the upkeep of this hellhole 
was crucial to his vision of Iraq. 

Blair’s feigned astonishment at 
the kidnappers’ demands for the release 
of women prisoners from British deten- 
tion was another bare-faced lie. Every 
Iraqi knows women are being held, and 
have been sexually abused and tortured 
—often while cameras rolled. The pho- 
togranhs and the videos circulate freely 
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in the markets of Baghdad and Fallu- 
jah. And, of course, Iraqis have never 
forgotten the support the US gave to 
Saddam for nearly 20 years. 

After the prison “abuse” scandal 
broke in April, most women prisoners 
were released; as in Guantanamo Bay, 
Bagram Airport and London’s Belmarsh 
prison, most of those being driven 
insane by torture are entirely innocent. 

* But since then, the cells have filled 
again, not only with women, but with 
children as young as six. 

Another reason for the growing dis- 
illusion of the Iraqi people with their 
“liberators” is the so-called recon- 
struction, which has ground to a halt. 
Officially, half those of working age are 
unemployed. The US has spent a mere 
$1 billionof the supposed $18 billion 
promised for the reconstruction; and 
most of that has gone to the police and 
armed forces. Basic services like 
water and electricity remain in per- 
manent crisis. 

Neither has any attempt been made 
to bring in Iraqi workers. The US multi- 
nationals, who have overwhelmingly 
won the contracts, have opted for West- 
ern workers like Ken Bigley because, 
in the words of one executive, they 
“don’t trust Iraqis”. 

To cap it all the gangsters in Wash- 


The town of Fal ujah is under daily bombardment by US war planes 


ington and London continue to speak 
of “free elections” in January. Well, free 
elections in those parts of Iraq deemed 
suitable, according to the rules advo- 
cated by Donald Rumsfeld. According 
to him, elections will be held only in 
those parts of Iraq NOT being bombed 
by the US; presumably because indis- 
criminate bombing tends to produce a 
hostile electorate — assuming you make 
it to the polls alive. 

This hideous nightmare visited on 
the Iraqi people should be weighing 
heavily on Tony Blair’s fortunes. British 
workers are sickened by the hopeless 
lies of the Prime Minister and his craven 
support for George W Bush. Over 70 
per cent in a recent poll want British 
forces withdrawn. Union conference 
after conference called for troops out 
this summer —a position echoed at Sep- 
tember’s TUC. Yet the union leaders 
completely ignored their own mem- 
bers’ votes and duly backed Blair at the 
Labour Party conference on 30 Sep- 
tember. 

Defence secretary Geoff Hoon says 
he wants British troops to remain until 
at least the end of 2005 —“to see the job 
through” —a job that has everything to 
do with securing oil interests and sta- 
bility on the west’s terms. In the mean- 
time, how many more Iraqi lives will 
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be lost in the next 15 months at the 
hands of the US/UK-led occupation? 

Britain’s rulers — and especially 
the Blair clique —are renowned for say- 
ing one thing and doing the opposite: 
“nerfidious Albion”. It is time for the 
British working class to make its inten- 
tions absolutely clear and demand the 
immediate and unconditional with- 
drawal of the troops from Iraq and 
Afghanistan. 

To achieve this demand, though, we 
will have to deepen the roots of the anti- 
wer movement into every workplace 
and housing estate, college and school. 

To convince those who currently 
think such a withdrawal will play into 
the hands of sickening reactionaries 
like al-Zarqawi, we will have to ampli- 
fy the voices of the majority of Iraqis, 
of the working class and women. 

To change the policies of Blair and 
Straw, who are deaf to the real needs of 
the Iraqi people, we will need to use 
another language: the language of mass 
demonstrations, of direct action against 
military bases, of workers’ boycotts of 
war-related supplies and services. 

In February and March last year, we 
showed in our millions our opposition 
to this bloody imperialist grab for oil. 
Now, in the words of Geoff Hoon, we 
must “see the job through”. 
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ne hundred and fifty 
social workers in 
Liverpool's Child Care 
Service have been on 
all-out, indefinite strike 
action since 25 August. One-day 
strikes earlier this year had been 
abandoned when the Liberal 
Democrat council offered 
negotiations. 

But once the union had called 
off these strikes - and the local 
elections were out of the way - 
management resorted to a regime 
of bullying and intimidation, leaving 
the care workers no alternative but 
to go all out. 

The strike is a warning to any 
worker who thinks the Lib Dems 

_are a “left” alternative to Labour. 
Their actions in this dispute 
highlight the fact that they are a 
vicious bosses’ party, busily selling 
off every service and every piece 
of publicly-owned land, in what is 
soon to be the European capital of 
culture, to parasitic private bosses. 
The city will become the capital of 
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exploitation, if they get their way. 
But these Unison strikers are 
showing how workers are willing 
and able to fight back. Workers 
Power spoke to a Strike Committee 
member. 


WP: What are the background causes of 
the strike? 

The causes are all related to man- 
agement attitudes and style: bullying 
and intimidation rather than respect 
and consultation. This has led to stress 
levels rising, people leaving the coun- 
cil, ia rise in vacant posts, which 
management expect those left to cover. 
There is no proper system for estab- 
lishing what a caseload is; so more 
stress builds up, as people struggle to 
cope, with more wanting to leave etc. 
Added to this was the management’s 
refusal to observe procedures, and their 
stated intention of withdrawing from 
the national negotiating body. People 
had just had enough. 


WP: What support have you received 
from Unison nationally and locally and 


from other unions? 

The strike was made official imme- 
diately. Dave Prentis, [general secre- 
tary of Unison] said it is of national sig- 
nificance. We have regional support 
also. Local Unison branches have 
offered support. 

Other unions and branches have 
been inviting strikers to meetings to 
raise the profile of the dispute and get 
donations. 


WP: How do you see the strike 
progressing towards victory? 

We feel it is going to be a long bat- 
tle as the employer seems set on break- 
ing our union. We are balloting the rest 
of our colleagues in social services, 
which would have a major impact on 
council services. We need much more 
publicity than we have had for our fight, 
the reasons for it and the ruthless and 
dangerous tactics the bosses are using 
to try and break us. 


WP: Given the council attacking you is 
Lib Dem run, what would you say to 
people who think the Lib Dems might 





can block the jobs drain 


cold wind blew through 
West Yorkshire on 18 Sep- 
tember as more than 200 
trade unionists marched 
against the impending clo- 
sure of the Hydro Aluminium Motor- 
cast plant in Leeds. The march, called 
by manufacturing union Amicus in 
response to the threatened loss of 580 
jobs, was deathly quiet except for the 
brass band marching at its head. 

Now it is crunch time, as Hydro gets 
ready to shut down the plant, with dev- 
astating consequences for the workers 
and thousands of others who will suf- 
fer from the knock-on effect. 

Hydro Aluminium Motorcast is 
Britain’s largest producer of cast alu- 
minium engine blocks and cylinder 
heads. It is part of the multinational 
Hydro, a Fortune 500 company that 
operates in over 40 countries. 

Hydro as a whole isn’t hurting — 
its profits have risen to around $1 bil- 
lion in 2003. But the directors 
announced the closure with the usual 
suff: “The simple truth is that there is 
global over-capacity in the automotive 
components industry and we cannot 





Students and workers oppose fascists 


Manchester's two fascist 
infiltrators Diane Stoker and Joe 
Finnon (see Workers Power last 
month) have had a torrid start to 
their academic year. | 
Finnon was sacked from his job 
at Asda after Workers Power 
leafleted the store detailing his 
fascist links. 

Meanwhile, a meeting of Unite 
Against Fascism at Manchester 
University on 30 September 
backed Workers Power's | 
resolution for Finnon to be 
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compete against cheaper competitors 
based abroad.” They want to axe some 
jobs and shift the rest to Hydro’s 
plant in Gy@r, Hungary, where wages 
and conditions are much worse. 

Since 1997, huge firms such as BAe 
Systems, BP Chemicals, Heinz, Bom- 
bardier, KP Foods and Vickers have 
either withdrawn from Yorkshire and 
Humberside or slashed their work- 
forces. Overall, nearly 750,000 manu- 
facturing jobs have been axed under 
New Labour. According to Amicus, 
manufacturing jobs in the region have 
fallen by 17.2 per cent a year. 

Even service sector jobs aren't safe: 
Norwich Union announced that due to 
“very competitive markets” (who writes 
these dull, repetitious banalities?) there 
will be 150 compulsory redundancies 
in York. The insurance giant is push- 
ing 7,000 jobs overseas to low-wage 
countries like India by 2007. 

The TUC and Amicus call for gov- 
ernment support for manufacturing: 


* such as subsidiés for big business, 


paid for by working class taxpayers. Why 


expelled from the student union 
and for a campaign to demand 
that the University expel him. 

Workers Power argued for 
militant action to deny Finnon 
and Stoker entry to university 
buildings and facilities and expel 
them from the unions and 
universities. 

Sadly, while the motion was 
passed and the mood of the 
students militant, the opportunity 
was dampened by poor chairing 
and vague woolly politics of the 


should workers subsidise some of the 
biggest multinationals in the world? 
The union leaderships firmly support 
the Labour government, yet Tony Blair 
and Gordon Brown are the ones keep- 
ing the anti-trade union laws in place, 
pushing free trade policies that allow 
multinationals to cut and run. 

Instead, they should call on Labour 
to nationalise the factory under work- 
ers’ control without compensation to 
the bosses. To force the hand of both 
Labour and the union leaders, the 
workers should occupy their plant in 
order to stop Hydro just walking away 
with the machinery. 

Activists in the plant should con- 
vince their fellow workers to occupy 
the plant, call on other groups of work- 
ers, trade unions and the anti-capital- 
ist and anti-war youth for support. This 
is not pie in the sky: in Glasgow in 1996, 
workers occupied the Glacier RPB engi- 
neering plant against closures, and suc- 
cessfully defended it when police 
tried to evict them. The result? 
They won. 

Workers at Hydro Aluminium need 
to build on this example — and fast. 





platform speakers from the NUS 
and SWP. 

The meeting at the Met 
University was smaller but involved 
Natfhe, who are requesting Diane 
Stoker's expulsion, Unison which 
has agreed to support members 
refusing to serve Stoker. The 
Student Union has suspended 
Stoker pending a disciplinary 
hearing. 

A militant campaign involving 
workers and students can drive 
the fascists of the campuses. 


be an alternative to New Labour? 

Our struggle exposes how vicious 
a Lib Dem government would be. We 
believe they fully back their executive 
officers’ tactics and goal of breaking 
Unison’s ability to defend its members, 
particularly against privatisation plans. 
Everyone needs to hear just what the 
Lib Dems are like. 


WP: Will any of you be going to the 
European Social Forum? What would 
you hope to happen there? 

We sent a striker to an organising 
meeting at the university this week. We 
would be delighted to be able to speak 
at the main event. 


WP: What do you think are the longer 
term issues at stake in your dispute, 
such as privatisation and the need for a 
new working class party as a real 
alternative to Blair? 

As indicated above we-think there is 
a national focus here. If a council can 
ignore agreements, bully and intimidate 
workers and then try to break the union 
when it tries to defend them, what chance 


‘Our struggle exposes how vicious 
em government would be’ 





would Unison have when privatisation 
on a bigger scale is imposed? We suspect 
that, despite the council being Lib Dem, 
it has Blair’s blessing in its efforts to 
smash us, as other councils will be watch- 
ing and would feel emboldened in attack- 
ing council unions. It seems crazy our 
union continues to fund Labour, when 
it refuses to repeal anti-trade union laws, 
that prevent us making our strike fully 
effective. We clearly need an alternative 
that would represent workers’ interests 
not those of big business. 


If you would like a speaker for 
your trade union branch, or if you want 
to send a message of support, contact: 


Liverpool City Branch, Unison 
G.01, Cotton Exchange 

Bixteth Street 

Liverpool L3 9LQ 

Tel: 0151 236 1944 

Fax: 0151 258 1247 
liverpoolunison@btconnect.com 


Make cheques payable to Unison 
Strike Account 


PEL GER ELL 
the wharfside 





Nothing highlights east London's changing 
image quite so obviously as the massive 
office complex at Canary Wharf, wrifes 
Adrian Swain. High-rise blocks alongside 
luxurious apartments seem to imply that 
the grinding poverty long synonymous 
with the area has been consigned to the 
history books. 

Yet beneath this outward opulence 
lies a continuing story of poverty and 
exploitation. For the workers who clean 
and maintain the offices of banks like 
Morgan Stanley (which pays its CEO 
Phillip Purcell £14 million a year) 
receive a pittance and work in almost 
Dickensian conditions. They are 
predominantly immigrant workers 
from Africa and Latin America 
working on contracts with no 
pension provision, no sick pay and 
only 15 days holiday annually (five 
days below the European Union's 
minimum). 

In an attempt to highlight their 
case and as part of a welcome unionisation drive, the 
Transport and General Workers Union (T&G) have organised a “Walk on the 
Wharf” to coincide with the start of the ESF on 15 October. This will allow 
thousands of trade unionists and anti-capitalists to show their support for these 
workers. It will be the first large-scale event of this kind in the area and borrows 
from the methods used by the “Justice for Janitors” campaign in the US. 

The demonstration comes as part of a week of events organised by the T&G 
and the International Transport Workers Federation in an attempt to increase 
safety and job security for workers up and down the country. Actions include 
pickets and recruitment drives at Immingham (near Hull) and Dover docks, as 
well as lobbies of First Express buses to gain union recognition for their brothers 
and sisters working in the USA. While these actions are certainly welcome, they 
are also a pitifully small step towards unionising hundreds of thousands of 
transport workers worldwide. 

Unions like the T&G have enormous potential power and yet have let the 
bosses smash up organised workplaces like the docks, because their leaderships 
refused time and again to organise effective all-out action, including solidarity 
strikes, across their entire membership. As usual they claim this is because of 
the anti-union laws (still disgracefully kept by New Labour) but no government 
or boss would dare to use them, faced with an all-out strike across Britain, 
backed by the ITWF. 

Meanwhile, those workers, who are already unionised, must fight to sustain 
and strengthen their own workplace organisations, and build a cross~sector rank 
and file organisation that can co-ordinate action against any employer that 
refuses to agree to union demands. 
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For a new mass workers’ 
party: no short cuts 





he summer began with good 
news for the fight to build a 
new mass party of the work- 
ing class in Britain. The 
sacked Liverpool dockers, 
one of the first groups of workers to 
embrace the anticapitalist movement, 
and the “47” City Councillors, thrown 
out by Thatcher for defying the law 
in defence of the poor, united to launch 
a Campaign for a New Mass Party of 
the Working Class. 

Workers Power welcomed the cam- 
paign: we brought fresh faces from the 
universities to its meetings; we linked 
it to anti-war and anti-racist initiatives, 
like the Asylum Lies campaign; we took 
its message to Manchester and the FBU 
Grassroots rank and file grouping. 

Then we were approached by the 
Socialist Alliance Democracy Platform 
to co-sponsor a conference “of all those 
organisations and groupings which 
have declared their support for the cre- 
ation of a new working class socialist 
party, organisation or network”. Again, 
a step in the right direction. 

Meanwhile, the tectonic plates of 
the British working class’ political 
alignment continue to shift in the 
direction of a new mass party. 

The FBU (firefighters) conference 
refused to be bullied into dropping 
its support for left of Labour candidates 
and disaffiliated from Labour. The RMT 
(railworkers) AGM followed through 
on its expulsion from Labour for the 
same supposed crime, by voting unan- 
imously to call a conference “to dis- 
cuss the crisis of working class politi- 








espect holds its first con- 

ference at the end of Octo- 

ber. Judging from the head- 

lines in Socialist Worker and 

on the Respect website, it 
will be an orgy of self-congratulation, 
a “Haven't we done well” rally. 

Respect has some reason to be in 
higher spirits now, than after the dis- 
appointing Euro election result. In July, 
Oliur Rahman won a council seat in 
Tower Hamlets, East London for 
Respect. In September, in Millwall 
(another Tower Hamlets ward) SWPer 
Paul McGarr beat Labour into third 
place, with the Tories winning the seat. 
This led John Rees to write an editori- 
al in Socialist Worker, declaring 
“Respect grows, Labour withers”. 

The reality is slightly different, as 
was shown in the recent Hartlepool by- 
election. Here Labour’s vote certainly 
collapsed, not enough to lose them the 
parliamentary seat, but went to the Lib- 
eral Democrats not to Respect. Respect 
limped home with 572 votes - a mere 
1.8% of the vote. Respect now has 


www.fifthinternational.org 





Respe 


cal representation”. Even the leaders 
of the big four unions warned Labour 
to change course or face a split. 

Labour also took a battering in the 
10 June elections. Clearly, a united call 
for a new workers party by serious 
organisations would receive a mas- 
sive response from thousands disillu- 
sioned by Tony Blair’s wars and Gordon 
Brown’s privatisations and job cuts. 

Unfortunately, this advantageous 
situation is in danger of slipping 
away. 

Firstly, the union leaders have done 
their utmost to ensure nothing rocks 
the Labour boat in election year. The Big 
Four have transmogrified into the Three 
Monkeys: Hear no evil, See no evil, Speak 
no evil. The FBU sold out their long-run- 
ning pay-and-modernisation battle, let- 
ting union-busting Labour off the hook. 
Bob Crow and the RMT executive have 
sat on the AGM resolution. 

These setbacks were expected. After 
all, for the unions bureaucrats, the 
prospect of the rank and file discussing 
politics with socialist organisations is 
far too frightening. 

Less predictably, the Liverpool cam- 
paign and the SADP initiative have run 
into the sand before they have been 
properly launched. 

The dockers had experienced Arthur 
Scargill’s manoeuvres in the Socialist 
Labour Party, where political platforms 
were banned and anyone who fell out 
with the “great leader” expelled. At first, 
they appeared willing to work with 
those, like the “47”, from different 
traditions. 


one MMP (George Galloway) and five 
local councillors nation-wide, though 
only one of these elected as a Respect 
candidate, the others decamping. 

What the different by-election 
results do show is that the deep disil- 
lusionment with Labour and the Tories. 
Neither party has recovered from driv- 
ing the country to war against the wish- 
es of the majority. The revelations of 
the fraud and lies about weapons of 
mass destruction continue to dog Blair 
and New Labour. Any anti-war, anti- 
Blair party should gain from this feel- 
ing of betrayal. 

But the real question that should be 
addressed at the Respect conference is: 
what kind of alternative to Blair is being 
offered by the unity coalition and is a 
radical populism enough? John Rees 
and the SWP want Respect to offer “a 
genuinely popular, radical alternative 
to neo-liberalism and war” (Socialist 
Worker 19 September) not a radical 
socialist alternative. 

In 2003 the SWP set out quite delib- 
erately to create a new broad coalition. 
It dumped the Socialist Alliance as 
too narrowly socialist. It needed a plat- 










But in July, Nolan and co. cut the 
campaign short and declared they 
would set up a new party, the United 
Socialist Party, within a matter of 
months. Those in left groups would 
have to leave their organisations (or 
wind them up) and swear allegiance to 
an untested “party” with no mem- 
bers, no existence outside Liverpool and 
no policies. 

No thanks. 

Last month, the SADP initiative took 
a similar nose-dive. Along with the 
Alliance for Workers Liberty, the 
Alliance for Green Socialism and the 
Socialist Party, they decided to focus 


One word, which was never uttered 
from a platform at the Paris European 
Social Forum, was “bureaucracy”. If the 
Socialist Workers Party and the Fourth 
international get their way, it won't be 
mentioned in London either. 

This is remarkable. The Marxist 
understanding of the trade unions 
focuses on the fact that they are led by 
a bureaucratic caste, which reflects the 
views of the better-off workers who 


Democracy [then still a Marxist party] 
and a certain part of the trade union 
officials, which is, however, at the same 





form vague enough to encompass 
George Galloway, who had always dis- 
tanced himself from the “hard left” and 
even from the Socialist Campaign 
Group of MPs, and the Muslim Asso- 
ciation of Britain, an offshoot of the 
political islamist Muslim Brotherhood. 


” It also had to stand a chance of involv- 


ing the Stalinist Communist Party of 
Britain and the Greens. 

The “radical programme” adopted in 
the founding conference reflected this 
project. Respect stood for “peace and 
social justice”, against privatisation, 
against the destruction of the environ- 
ment, in defence of asylum seekers, for 
a decent minimum wage, for raising pen- 
sions, against war and for ending the 
occupation of Iraq. Proposals to be explic- 
itly anticapitalist, to oppose all immi- 
gration controls, to demand its MPs take 
a worker's wage were all voted down. 

Respect’s proposed constitution 
enshrines this. For example, it calls for 
“the organisation of society in the most 
open, participative and accountable way 
practicable based on common owner- 
ship and democratic control”. Com- 
mon ownership of what, we are not told. 





ct's parliament 


their conference narrowly on forming 
a rotten bloc on a minimal programme 
to fight the next general election. 

The idea of a broader conference, 
drawing in trade union branches and 
working class campaigns, while not 
dropped entirely, will clearly be a 
side-show. Strikes and serious work 
in the unions, alliances to defeat clo- 
sures and privatisation, intervening in 
the ESF.. all, apparently pale compared 
with the task of setting up another 
Socialist Alliance Mark I. 

The working class does not need a 
repeat of our mistakes over the past ten 
years. They deserve neither another 


The left and the rank and file 


time an antagonism within the trade . 
unions between this part of the trade 
union leaders and the proletarian mass 
organised in the trade unions”. 

Rosa understood that the rank and 
file of the unions often clash with these 
bureaucrats because they cannot make 
their peace with capitalism. 
Furthermore, socialists should ally with 
the rank and file against the officials. 
To seek unity between socialism and the 
trade unions at the level of the 
leadership would be, she said, to 
“desire to build a bridge at the very 
spot where the distance is greatest and 
the crossing most difficult”. 

How bizarre then, that the SWP, 
Socialist Resistance (the LCR’s co- 


There are no calls for nationalisa- 
tion of the banks, finance houses, multi- 
nationals, factories, docks, railways, etc. 
No mention of expropriation without 
compensation; of how workers and con- 
sumers will exercise control and 
management under such “common 
ownership”. Indeed, it makes the old 
Clause 4 of the Labour Party’s consti- 
tution, on which it is modelled, look 
like red-blooded socialism! 

But clear policies are not what 
Respect is about. A populist coalition has 
to allow its diverse components a lot of 
leeway. The upcoming conference reflects 
this - plenty of room for the leaders to 


-make platform speeches and very little 


(just 60 minutes in a two day conference!) 
for the members to pass resolutions. 

The abortion question is a good 
example of just how reactionary such 
a project can be. Star leader George Gal- 
loway does not believe in a woman’s 
right to abortion. In a Hartlepool by- 
election public meeting, John Bloom, 
the Respect candidate, declared that 
“one day people will come to regard 
abortion as a holocaust”. 

As a “coalition” such views are not 
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SLP (but confined to one city), nor a 
Socialist Alliance (but without the 
SWP), nor another left populist, 
cross Class bloc like Respect (the Green 
Party is one too many as it is). 

What British workers do need is a 
serious, democratic campaign within 
the unions and the wider movement 
to establish a new, mass class-based 
party. While Workers Power believes 
such a party can and should be based 
on a clear, revolutionary action pro- 
gramme and form part of a new, Fifth 
International, we will continue to work 
with all forces prepared to conduct 
such a campaign. 


thinkers) and Socialist Action (Ken 
Livingstone’s bag-carriers) should all 
vote against any rank and file 
representative, let alone striker, being 
on a platform at the ESF. As a result, 
the London ESF will hear long and 
tedious speeches from TUC non- 
entities, while militant members will 
be silenced. 

This is, of course, very convenient 
for the trade union leaders who want 
to avoid putting up a real fight against 
the bosses and their neoliberal 

Also convenient for 
those centrists, who will pose as 
revolutionaries in their seminars and 
papers, but act as craven reformists 
behind the scenes. 










only welcomed in Respect but given polit- 
ical rights as well. Lindsey German and 
other SWP leaders are clear that on such 
issues any Respect MPs will be allowed 
to vote by their “conscience”. That is, 
when a bill comes forward to further 
restrict women’s abortion rights Respect’s 
MPs (possibly “Gorgeous George” from 
Tower Hamlets) will be allowed to vote 
for it. How will this take a “radical 
agenda” on women’s rights forward? 

These types of divisions will be 
repeated on issue after issue: funding 
for religious schools, workers’ rights in 
small businesses, ending immigration 
controls, ending private schooling. 
Respect would either fall apart or dis- 
credit itself if it ever became a serious 
parliamentary force. 

By abandoning the class struggle as 
the basis of Respect, in the search for the 
“big breakthrough”, the SWP is left oppor- 
tunistically chasing votes - a practice it 
not so long ago used to rightly condemn. 

Workers need a real socialist alter- 
native to Blair, one that does not 
compromise with capitalism; they need 
a revolutionary workers party, not a 
populist dead end. 
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Labour party conference: 
union leaders rescue Blair 











The promised big showdown with Tony Blair at the Labour Party conference never occurred because, 
once again, the trade union leaders ignored their members and came to his rescue, writes Mark Hoskisson 


he Guardian headline “Big 

unions save Blair on Iraq” 

summed up the role of the 

union leaders at the Labour 

Party conference. It was the 
leaders of the big four unions — Uni- 
son, GMB, TGWU and Amicus — who 
delivered Blair what he wanted on 
Iraq, a continued occupation until the 
US/UK has a reliable puppet govern- 
ment safely installed and in full con- 
trol of Iraq and the oil supplies. 

The proposal to set an early date 
for withdrawal was defeated by a 
crushing 86 per cent to 14 per cent of 
conference votes. 

This should have come as no sur- 
prise to any rank and file trade union- 
ist or Labour Party activist who had 
watched the union leaders quickly halt 
their criticisms after the July Nation- 
al Policy Forum held at Warwick. A 
few paltry sops were thrown to the 
party’s big union backers — on holi- 
days, the two tier workforce, the abil- 
ity to sack workers on strike — but this 
was enough with an election looming 
within the year. 

For the unions, Warwick was the 
great excuse. After three years of wit- 
nessing Labour support among rank 
and file members shrink, the union 
leaders are emphasising in their 
speeches, their journals, their memos 
to members and their press releases 
that Labour is at last “listening to the 
movement” that funds it. In particu- 
lar Kevin Curran of the GMB, Dave 
Prentis of Unison, Derek Simpson of 
Amicus and Tony Woodley of the 
TGWU (the new “gang of four”) believe 
they.have come up with the means of 
stemming the erosion of Labour's sup- 
port in the unions. 


EXPELLED AND DISAFFILIATED 
After all, this year has seen the rail 
union, the RMT, expelled from 
Labour for giving its members the 
right to fund and back other parties 
more closely aligned to its own poli- 
cies. It saw the FBU — a victim of a 
particularly vicious strike breaking 
offensive by New Labour — disaffili- 
ate from the party. And it saw pres- 
sure from members of unions like 
the post workers (CWU) and Cur- 
ran’s own GMB force their leaders to 
cut funding to the Labour Party and 
talk openly of backing alternatives at 
future elections. 

All of this is unprecedented. It 
reveals the extent to which workers 
are beginning to break with Labour. 
And they have good cause to. 

Besides the large-scale privatisa- 
tion programme, the two-tier health 
service based on foundation hospitals, 
the brazen jobs massacre in the civil 
service, the refusal to renationalise 
the railways despite the killing of pas- 
sengers and railworkers by the priva- 
teers, and the maintenance of the 
most vicious anti-union laws outside 
of a dictatorship, Blair is also a proven 
liar and warmonger. 

In the interests of imperialism — 
US/UK to the fore — he has waged war 
after war and now oversees the bru- 
tal occupation of Iraq against the clear 
wish of both its people and the British 
people. . 
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All smiles. But after conference, Blair was confident 
enough to deliver a blow to Brown's leadership hopes 


Blair's autumn coup 


As coups go it was deftly executed: they waited until the 
target was out of the country and sprang the surprise on 
state-run TV. Tony Blair’s coup against Gordon Brown was 
masked by the announcement of his heart operation: the 
admission of physical weakness was the cover for the 
reassertion of political strength. It has left the centre-left 
alliance of union leaders and MPs that have traditionally 
backed Brown floundering. 

By naming a day for his own departure - theoretically 
four or even five years ahead - Blair has given himself four 
years to finish the destruction of the NHS and, if he gets his 
way, the Labour Party as a working class party. Four years 
in which he does not have to give a monkey's about Gordon 
Brown. Four years in which the minuscule concessions 
extracted at Warwick will be dwarfed by further defeats and 
humiliations inflicted on the unions and the left. 

The coup was a result of the cowardice of Blair’s so- 
called opponents. Gordon Brown chose to bide his time last 
year instead of challenge Blair. Time ran out once the hand- 
picked mandarins, Lords Butler and Hutton, delivered their 
cover-ups and the slavish “lobby journalists” pronounced 
Blair “cleared”. Now the Big Four union leaders look as 
stupid as they sometimes sound: the man they were relying 
on to replace Blair in a peaceful transition bottled out. 
Worse still, in what could be his last major act as 
Chancellor, he targeted the fastest growing, most militantly 
led union - the PCS. 

Brown was never a real political alternative to Blair; he 


was at the heart of New Labour. He designed and promoted 
Labour's Private Finance Initiative, gave the Bank of 
England independence from government and has presided 
over the destruction of most final salary company pensions. 

His appeal was only that he would bring the union 
leaders back to the table. Gradually, hopes rose of an 
eventual springtime for Old Labour reformism: campaigns 
like the Labour Representation Committee, Save the Labour 
Party, and the Campaign for Labour Party Democracy began 
to get active, publish model resolutions, build mailing lists. 

Blair's coup smashes those dreams. Blair and Milburn are 
in charge, with a four year horizon. The real forces Blairism 
represents will crowd in behind them: the big computer 
firms like Oracle, which is the guiding intelligence behind the 
decimation of the Civil Service; the private contractors like 
Capita - given a £177m contract to run literacy services in 
Britain's schools on the very night of the Blairite coup; the 
private health firms queuing up to deliver “choice” and line 
their own pockets. The very firms that gave Labour's 
Conference a £2million plus profit from exhibition halls and 
gala dinners - obligatory payola if you are to receive fat 
government contracts later. 

Blair’s coup means, in short, that the project for 
reclaiming the Labour Party is dead: it cannot even be 
reclaimed for the kind of traditional right wing social 
democracy advocated by men like Roy Hattersley. The 
chances of it becoming even a crude and inadequate vehicle 
for working class advance are nil. 





For the first time in generations 
the mass discontent with Blair poses 
the real possibility of thousands upon 
thousands of workers being rallied 
to a fighting socialist alternative to 
Labour and its watery reformist soup. 
Indeed, the gang of four top union 
leaders — the Barons of Warwick — 
either got elected, or bolstered their 


support, by openly attacking Blair and 
promising radical change. 

Tony Woodley of the TGWU won his 
leadership partly on the promise 
that he would convene a council of war 
to discuss building a political alter- 
native to Blair. Derek Simpson, upon 
election, announced that he had noth- 
ing to discuss with the Prime Minis- 


ter. Kevin Curran promised GMB sup- 
port for anti-privatisation candidates. 
Dave Prentis told anyone who would 
listen: “If they think we are going to 
keep our gobs shut for Labour, they've 
got another think coming.” 
Wonderful stuff. Except none of it 
meant a thing. It was just typical trade 
union leader guff. Nothing more, noth- 


ing less. The real agenda of the 
bureaucrats is to keep their union fief- 
doms loyal to Labour at all costs. And 
the task is urgent. The discontent has 
to be headed off quickly. As Kevin 
Maguire, the Guardian’s labour affairs 
editor, rightly noted: “At this stage in 
the electoral cycle, the unions and the 
TUC are traditionally compliant: in 
1996 and 2000 barely a hostile word 
could be heard, despite private reser- 
vations.” And in 2004? The TUC 
congress was a costly non-event. 
There were no spats with Labour, no 
tub-thumping speeches demanding 
an end to Blair’s neo-liberal attacks. 

There was not even much criticism 
of Alan Milburn — arch Blairite and 
anti-union to the marrow of his bones 
— being brought back into the gov- 
ernment to run the election cam- 
paign. He will be the one to wield 
the battleaxe to most of the Warwick 
agreements. 


NO PROTEST 

Did this cause a stir? Did it lead the 
union tops to utter a word of protest, 
to threaten action? 

Speaking on behalf of the barons, 
Brendan Barber, leader of the TUC, 
greeted Blair’s promise at the TUC con- 
gress to “praise Warwick not bury it” as 
a sign that the Prime Minister was now 
a union hero: “This was a serious, and 
seriously good speech. It passed my two 
key tests. It had real commitment to 
the programme agreed at Warwick, not 
just in principle but in policy detail. And 
it showed the Prime Minister at ease 
with the trade union movement, set- 
ting out a clear role for unions in mak- 
ing Britain a fairer place.” 

The union leaders are serious in 
their bid to back Labour to the hilt as 
we approach a general election. So 
serious that supposedly left leaders 
like Tony Woodley were queuing up 
behind BBC Radio Four microphones 
to praise Blair’s speech to the Labour 
Party conference as a sign that he had 
returned to the old Labour fold — and 
of course to deliver their block votes 
to Blair on Iraq. 

Hot on the heels of this “triumph” 
Blair was confident enough to tell the 
world that despite his heart flutter he 
would stay leader for the whole of the 
anticipated third term. Blair was let 
off the hook by the gutless behaviour 
of union leaders who pretend to 
oppose him but who are in fact his 
principal pillars of support within the 
labour movement. 

When the Blair leadership suffered 
its one reverse of the conference, — 
it failed to stop a resolution calling 
for rail re-nationalisation — it quick- 
ly made clear that no such policy 
would find its way into the manifesto 
for a third term. 

Once back in power, Milburn and 
Blair will tear up the Warwick accord 
and turn yet again on the unions. The 
fightback must be led by an organised 
rank and file trade unionists now, 
regardless of the impact on Labour’s 
electoral chances. It must be led by 
an alternative leadership — willing and 
able to win the unions to a political 
alternative to Labour, a new mass 
party of the working class. 


www.workerspower.com 











Decriminalise prostitution, 
don't ghettoise it! 





lair’s government is to review the 
Be laws on prostitution. Ina 

consultation document Paying 
the Price, the Home Office outlines a 
number of possible reforms, all with 
the aim of tackling this “problem”. 

Home secretary David Blunkett 
doesn’t like prostitution, one of the 
many evils he is trying to eradicate or 
drive out of sight. Over recent years 
women who work on the streets have 
been targets of his antisocial behaviour 
orders (Asbos), forcing them to move 
away from established red-light areas 
and into more isolated and danger- 
ous places. More recently men who 
look to buy sex have been targeted with 
specific laws and threatened with 
Asbos. 

Paying the Price has been reported 
as the start of a new liberalisation of 
the law, with options including the cre- 
ation of “toleration zones” (areas where 
street prostitution can operate), and 
legalised brothels. However, any such 
concession according to the Interna- 
tional Sex Workers Union (part of the 
GMB), is likely to be cloaked in further 


Forbidden loves 


John McKee reviews Ae Fond Kiss (director: Ken Loach 2004 GB) 





repression and stigmatisation out- 
side these tightly controlled districts. 

There is clearly a need for reform 
— sex workers face high levels of 
exploitation and abuse from clients, 
pimps and the state. In fact, the state 
“pimps” off street workers by repeat- 
edly arresting and fining them, know- 
ing that the only way they can pay 
the fines is through sex work. 

Women who work in flats or for 
agencies face state harassment — for 
brothel keeping or other offences — 
making them more vulnerable to vio- 
lence and exploitation. Since agencies 
are effectively illegal, workers in them 
have no rights against exploitative 
employers. 

The UK is looking at other coun- 
tries for guidance. Sweden has recent- 
ly made it a crime to pay for sex. Sex 
worker organisations in Sweden and 
elsewhere have condemned this as driv- 
ing women underground and crimi- 
nalising consenting sex between adults. 


In the Netherlands, the government 
legalised brothels in an attempt to gain 
some control over, and some income 
from, the massive sex industry. While 
this has made it possible for some 
workers to gain basic rights and bet- 
ter working conditions, for thousands 
of others it has meant increased harass- 
ment by the authorities checking work 
permits. 

Many of the people working in the 
European sex industry are migrants 
from poor countries. They are faced 
with a racist system where they cannot 
get benefits or work, and so many work 
in the black economy, including the sex 
industry. The law in the Netherlands 
and Germany excludes migrants and 
leads to further raids and deportations. 

Capitalism creates a massive sex 
industry by creating a huge supply of 
poor women, and increasing the num- 
bers of men and children who have to 
work to survive. “Legitimate” jobs on 
rock bottom wages come and go with 
the flow of capital. At the same time, 
capitalism continues to distort sexual- 
ity, forcing people to conform to the 


and Code 46 (director: Michael Winterbottom, 2003 GB) 


heterosexual monogamous norm or 
face stigma and repression. 

Despite major changes in sexuali- 
ty and gender politics in recent 
decades, sex is still not tolerated out- 
side of relationships. In a society where 
everything can be bought or sold, it is 
no surprise that some men pay for sex 
rather than get embroiled in a long- 
term relationship. 

So having created a massive supply 
of people needing work, and demand for 
sex as a commodity, capitalism creates 
a large sex industry. But even the 
most neoliberal governments find it dif- 
ficult to embrace the industry fully. So 
they continue to regard it as a moral 
question in which the participants are 
blamed for some inherent weakness. 

Blunkett’s consultation document 
presents sex workers as victims who 
need to be saved. Those who contin- 
ue to sell sex are to be rounded up into 
zones where they are “allowed” to work 
under the watchful eye of the police: 
a form of apartheid that is unthinkable 
for any other group. There is of course 
no attempt to address the poverty 
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wages, inequalities and discrimination 
that deny women a decent living in the 
“legitimate” sector. 

But while governments try to ban- 
ish them from sight and rescue their 
souls (while siphoning off their money) 
sex workers organised in unions across 
the globe are calling for decriminali- 
sation and an end to stigmatisation. 
They know better than anyone else that 
there is massive exploitation in the 
industry, but they also know that the 
answer to exploitation is to organise 
the workers to fight for their rights, 
including the right to other work if 
they want it. 

Rather than join the calls for fur- 
ther controls by the Blunketts of this 
world, we call for decriminalisation, 
and campaign against discrimination, 
funds for healthcare and retraining for 
those who want it. But this will fail 
unless the industry is put under the 
control of those who work in it. That 
is the best way of getting rid of the 
pimps — from the individual gangsters 
right through to the big businesses and 
the state. 















wo films by British 
By directors explore a 

common theme of 
“forbidden love” in very 
different contexts. 

Ken Loach’s Ae Fond 
Kiss looks at the cultural, 
religious and work 
problems that beset two 
young people in Glasgow 
when they fall in love. 

The man, Casim Khan, 
comes from an ambitious 
Pakistani family keen to 
marry their children off in 
respectable arranged 
marriages. Casim lives like 
many young Asians in two 
worlds; he is a popular DJ 
with plans to open his own 
club, yet at the same time 
under the authority of 
family traditions and 
religion. Unfortunately for 
his family, falls for his 
younger sister's Irish music 
teacher, Roisin, who teaches 
at the Catholic school. 

At first Casim tries to 
conceal the relationship, 
instructing Roisin to duck 
down every time they pass 
a cousin's shop in the car. 
Casim is committed to an 
arranged marriage with his 
cousin from Pakistan within 
a few weeks of the 
relationship starting and 
conceals this from Roisin. 

The film focuses around 
the conflict Casim faces 
between bringing disgrace 
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Glaswegian kiss: Casim and Roisin together 


on his family and cousin, 
and jeopardising his older 
sister’s wedding plans, and 
the incomprehension of 
Roisin at the hold such 
ideas have over Casim and 
his aspiring family. But 
Roisin herself falls foul of 
religious bigotry because 
she is “living in sin” with a 
Muslim. 

Directed in Loach's 
naturalistic style, the 
dilemmas and pressures 
are entirely convincing. Yet 
the theme is very familiar. 
In many ways East is East 
was a more convincing film 
about immigrant life. Maybe 
this is because just about 
everyone in Ae Fond Kiss 
appears so polite and 
middle class. 





In Code 46 the forbidden 
love is of an entirely 
different variety. If Ken 
Loach re-worked Romeo 
and Juliet, then Michael 
Winterbottom has given us 
a new version of George 
Orwell's 1984. It is a world 
in the not too distant future 
where the economic centre 
of gravity seems to have 
moved to China, India and 
the east, to massive 
futuristic cities surrounded 
by desert. 

William is sent to 
Shanghai to investigate a 
fraud involving “papelles” - 
passports that allow entry 
to the cities. For these 
wealthy centres are 
surrounded by masses of 
“outsiders” desperate to be 


allowed to enter and work. 
Once inside, movement and 
work are closely monitored 
by high tech gadgetry. 

Yes, this is a world that 
David Blunkett is busily 
trying to create with his 
biometric ID cards, tagging 
and satellite tracking. It is a 
world run by an all-seeing 
all-knowing computer - the 
Sphinx. 

William's special talent is 
mind-reading, which comes 
courtesy of a virus supplied 
by the Sphinx organisation. 
In an interview and 
subsequent day together, 
he falls head over heels in 
love with Maria, who is 
forging “papelles”. She is 
doing it not for money, but 
to help people defy the 
Sphinx. Worse is to come - 
strict rules are in force to 
prevent people with close 
genetic links having 
relationships. To do so 
violates Code 46. William 
and Maria turn out to have 
such links. 

Filmed in Shanghai, 
Hongkong and Dubai, 
Winterbottom conjures up a 
very different world but 
one still familiar to us. 

Code 46 is ararity - a 


political science fiction film. 


This might be the future if 
the Blunketts of this world 
get complete control over 
the movement of labour. 






Four years of state sponsored terrorism and 
unremitting violence from the Israeli government; 
four years of impotence on behalf of the PNA; four 
years of Palestinian resistance, inspiring millions around 
the world. 

Four years of international solidarity: On the 
anniversary of the Intifada, September 28, the Peace 
Cycle, a group of international activists, entered 
Jerusalem - after passing through Europe and Jordan - 
to bring solidarity with the Palestinians. 

Four years of popular protest: On the anniversary, 
villagers from Budrus demonstrated against the 
building of the Apartheid Wall on their lands - 
supported by international and Israeli activists. They 
were met with extreme violence from the Israeli 
military; firing of live rounds and rubber coated metal 
bullets, concussion grenades and tear gas; protestors 
beaten with rifle butts, batons and fists; Palestinian 
activists, Internationals and Israelis arrested. 

Four years of Israeli repression of internal 
disobedience: Tali Fahima, a Jewish Arab Israeli, was 
given four months in administrative detention after 
visiting Jenin refugee camp. And one day before the 
anniversary of the Intifada, GS, an Israeli reservist, was 
sentenced to 28 days in prison for refusing to serve in 
the Gaza strip. 

Four years of daily humiliation and degradation on a 
daily basis for Palestinians: On the anniversary of the 
Intifada, five Israeli “Border” Police admitted forcing 
two Palestinian boys at gun point to retrieve their ID 
cards with their mouths from the bottom of a bucket 
filled with urine. 

Four years of political prisoners being held without 
trial, tortured, and abused... 

Fours years on, and the resistance continues. Sharon 
promised to crush the Intifada, and he has failed. The 
PA promised to negotiate a peace, and they have failed. 

How much longer before Israel gets the message? 
They cannot beat this Intifada; the only thing left to do 
is end the occupation. 





T he Al Aqsa Intifada is four years old this month. 
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Australian elections: Greens are 


not a class 








DIT 


th the Aus- 

tralian election 

only a week 

away opinion 

polls suggests 

that, while there is a swing to 

Labor, it will not be sufficient 

to get them over the line. John 

Howard is quietly confident of 
a close victory. 

After three terms of the right 
wing coalition, it’s hard to see 
why people would be looking 
for another one. Howard has 
made it clear he will be gunning 
for the building unions in par- 
ticular and a whole series of 
social services as well. He will 
send extra troops to Iraq to bol- 
ster the current offensive and 
there will be no let up on his 
racist refugee policy. 

That Labor is not romping 
home is its own fault. Early in 
the campaign Labor leader 
Mark Latham promised that he 
would get Australian troops out 
of Iraq by Christmas. This mas- 
sively increased his populari- 
ty. Since then, though, he has 
done his best to back away from 
the promise. 

The same is true of prom- 
ises to have all the children out 
of refugee detention centres by 
Christmas. 

This should come as no sur- 
prise. Latham, like his mentor 
Goff Whitlam, is from the Labor 
Right, who see their support 
base in the white, male labour 
aristocracy of the suburbs. It is 
“little Aussie battler” politics. 














Australian Tory Prime Minister John Howard 


And it may well cost Labor yet 
another election. 

The parties that will gain 
from Labor’s failure to offer 
strong leadership, particularly 
on the issue of war, will be the 
Greens. The Green Party has 
tried to pose as the pro-refugee, 
anti-war party — despite calling 
for UN intervention in Iraq and 
still insisting that migrants 
have to jump through legal 
hoops to be allowed to stay. 

The Greens will pick up 
votes because it was Labor who 
introduced much of the neo- 
liberal attacks, and who, with 
the unions, set up the Accord 


which seriously attacked wages 
and conditions. 

The Greens even have some 
support from parts of the trade 
union movement, though in 
solidly working class areas the 
Greens still do far worse than 
Labor. Many workers in Aus- 
tralia can see that the Green 
Party is not a class choice. 

It’s a pity then that the 
Socialist Alliance —the only real 
left alternative to Labor run- 
ning in this election — do not 
seem to see this. The Greens 
might have a few good poli- 
cies on paper but they are in no 
way attached to the working 


Labor leader Mark Latham 
class. In fact many Greens are 
hostile to the trade unions, who 
are, at best, seen as just anoth- 
er interest group rather than as 
important organisations of the 
working class. 

The Socialist Alliance is pref- 
erencing the Greens above 
Labor in the transferable vote 
system on the grounds that 
Labor often betrays its promis- 
es and the Greens have better 
policies. In truth, it’s an oppor- 
tunist way of staying friendly 
with Green activists. 

What it ignores is the press- 
ing need to break people’s 
remaining illusions in Labor 


alternative to Labor 





through working alongside 
their activists — and keeping the 
issue of class to the fore. 

Workers Power supports a 
vote for the Socialist Alliance 
where it is standing candidates 
with Labor preferenced second 
and the Greens after that. This 
recognises the fact that, unlike 
the Greens, Labor was built out 
of the trade unions. Impor- 
tantly, it retains those links very 
strongly with a 50 per cent 
union bloc vote at conference 
and close relationships through 
the union leadership. 

Of course these links are 
problematic. In Victoria at the 





moment Labor linked trade 
union officials are holding back 
the mass campaign to free jailed 
union militant, Craig Johnston. 
The Victorian Labor govern- 
ment had a strong hand in the 
jailing of Johnston for his 
defence of striking workers. 

Despite this, workers have 
good reasons to want a Labor 
victory: several unions will face 
massive attacks, including the 
possibility of deregistration, if 
Howard is re-elected. 

Workers Power Australia has 
raised the call for a new work- 
ers party. It’s clear that people 
are increasingly disillusioned 
in Labor, and that the Greens 
are no class alternative. The 
Socialist Alliance is not a new 
workers party, but it is an 
organization that must set itself 
the task of building one. 

A call from the Socialist 
Alliance would win a hearing 
from the many trade unionists, 
from people in the anti-war and 
refugee movements and in 
other parts of society. 

Regardless of who wins the 
election on 9 October, we can 
remain certain that working 
class organisation will still be 
necessary. If Howard wins, then 
we are in for a series of attacks 
that will make the last few years 
look like a picnic. If Latham 
wins it will mean organising 
just as strongly to force through 
our demands. 

On 9 October we say vote 
Socialist Alliance, then Labor — 
and organize to fight for a 
new workers party. 


After Beslan: Russian troops out of Chechnya! 
Halt reactionary attacks on Russian civilians! 





he massacre of more than 

300 hostages in Beslan — half 

of them young children — by 

Chechen fighters is a repug- 

nant act and must be total- 
ly and unequivocally condemned. 

Firstly, because the ordinary Osset- 
ian or Russian population is not to 
blame for the oppression of Chechens. 
They must be won over to their side 
if the Russian government is to be 
undermined in its brutal war to forcibly 
retain control of this oil and gas rich 
country. 

Secondly, because such barbarous 
acts isolate the Chechens even more 
and open them up to massive reprisals, 
which, on past evidence, will exceed in 
cruelty even the slaughter in Beslan. 

Of course, Putin is a vile hypocrite 
with many times more blood on his 
hands than the Chechen guerrillas. 
George Bush and Jack Straw, who 
rushed to declare their support for 
Putin, themselves have the blood of 
thousands of Iraqi children on their 
hands. These warmongers dare not ask 
why three years of the war on terror- 
ism have led to more and more ter- 
rorism. 


6 & October 2004 


According to UNICEF, between 1 
May 2003, the supposed end of “major 
combat operations” in Iraq, and mid- 
July of the same year, more than 
1,000 Iraqi children were injured by 
“bomblets”, the payloads of US clus- 
ter bombs, which act as anti-personnel 
mines if they fail to explode on impact. 
Are Bush and Blair painted as simply 
evil baby killers? They do it on a far big- 
ger scale and are motivated not by 
revenge or despair but the sordid search 


_ for profits for big oil and global hege- 


mony. 

In Chechnya the reason for the cru- 
elty of such tactics is the systematic, 
comprehensive genocidal acts of Russ- 
ian imperialism against the Chechen 
people over the last ten years. Chech- 
nya in the mid-1990s had around one 
million people. Since the first Chechen 
war (1994-96), the Russian army has 
slaughtered from 80,000 to 100,000 
Chechens — 10 per cent of the total pop- 
ulation! 200,000 have been driven out 
of their homes and a further 200,000 
fled abroad. 

Putin rules by posing as the hard 
fisted ruler, who will never allow the 
Russian Federation to disintegrate, as 
Gorbachev allowed the USSR to do. He 
has refused to negotiate with even the 


more moderate, elected Chechen 
nationalist leaders like president Aslan 
Maskhadov. 

Instead he has imposed puppet 
regimes, “elected” by rigged elec- 
tions. Himself a former KGB nonenti- 
ty, it is not certain he would ever have 
been elected without “the Chechen 
question”. 

In the second Chechen war, offi- 
cial Russian estimates claim that more 
than 10,000 “terrorists” have been 
killed. Independent commentators esti- 
mate many thousands more — mainly 
civilians — perished. Many of them have 
been children — far, far more in num- 
ber than the victims of Beslan. But their 
slaughter, their parent’s agony were not 
broadcast to millions around the world. 
Nor did they attract from the US pres- 
ident or the British prime minister 
either statements of sympathy for the 
victims or condemnation for the per- 
petrators. 

The capital of Chechnya, Grozny, is 
today like a ghost town — hardly a build- 
ing that has not been destroyed or seri- 
ously damaged. Villages have been 
erased from the map by the occupy- 
ing army, especially by the “Kontrakt- 
ni” — mercenary killers. Add to this the 
destruction of the entire Chechen econ- 


omy and infrastructure and one can 
understand the despair that led Beslan. 
As one hostage-taker told an escapee, 
“Russian soldiers come to Chechnya 
and kill our children, so we come 
here and kill yours.” 

Those ultimately responsible for this 
tragedy are in the Moscow Kremlin, in 
the White House and in Downing 
Street. Bush and Blair want Putin on 
their side in the Middle East and Cen- 
tral Asia, so they are complicit in the 
rape of Chechnya. 

The demands of the hostage-tak- 
ers obscured by both the Russian and 
the entire world media were not out- 
rageous. They were as simple as they 
were just: “Release of the Chechen 
resistance fighters and withdrawal of 
the Russian army from Chechnya”. 

Democrats and socialists should 
support these demands, while totally 
opposing the measures taken in Beslan. 
Of course we do not preach to the 
Chechen people the impermissibility 
of using force, or of fighting a war of 
national liberation. On the contrary, we 
support this war. However, Marxists 
know from historical experience that 
neither an oppressed class nor a sup- 
pressed people can shake off its rulers’ 
tyranny by force alone. 


The deeply reactionary effects of the 
hostage drama appeared when trade 
unions marched under slogans such 
as : “Russia against the terror”, “Con- 
demn the non-humans”, “With ter- 
rorists only negotiate with bullets “. 
This is reactionary chauvinism, in 
the interests neither of the Russian 
workers nor the people of Chechnya. 
It proves the mass hostage-taking tac- 
tics are a disaster. 

Reactionary Islamism offers the 
Chechen people no perspective beyond 
prolonged suffering. Only an alliance 
of the peoples of the Caucasus and 
the Russian workers can offer one and, 
on the basis of overcoming capitalist 
plunder and market chaos, find a way 
out of the present misery. 

e Islamist terror tactics are not the 
way! 

¢ Solidarity with the armed struggle 
to drive out the occupiers! 

e All Russian troops out of Chechnya 
now! Freedom for Chechnya! 

¢ Solidarity with the soldiers’ moth- 

ers committees that support Russ- 

ian deserters! 

For a voluntary socialist federation 

of the peoples of the Caucasus! 

¢ Down with Putin and capitalism in 
Russia! 


www.workerspower.com 











GR McColl 


reports on the 
US presidential 
election and 
argues that the 
resistance to 
American 
militarism could 
yet spawn a new 
party, but adds 
Ralph Nader 
won’t be its leader 


f most opinion polls in the US are 

at all credible George W Bush 

looks set for a second term in the 

White House. At first glance 

this-seems quite extraordinary, 
given the fact that his administration 
has presided over a net loss of some 
one millions jobs, dramatic increases 
in the numbers of Americans living 
below the poverty line anda rise of 1.5 
million people without any form of 
health insurance in 2003 to a total of 
45 million, And, of course, this takes 
no account of the widespread unpop- 
ularity of the increasingly bloody occu- 
pation of Iraq. 

Bush has engendered more deeply 
felt passion than any president in liv- 
ing memory, with the possible excep- 
tion of Richard Nixon. His presiden- 
cy and particularly the Iraq war have 
rekindled activism on a scale rarely wit- 
nessed in the US since the Second 
World War. 

Half a million demonstrators took 
to the streets of New York City on 29 
August in one of the largest demon- 
strations in US history to protest 
against Bush and the presence of the 
Republican Party convention in the 
“Big Apple”. And Michael Moore’s 
“Fahrenheit 9/11” has broken box office 














fe ee ee 
Half a million demonstrators to 
records in the most unlikely parts of 
the country. 

Of course, the polls could be wrong. 
Kerry could trounce Bush in a tele- 
vised debate or the combined efforts 
of Bruce Springsteen and REM play- 
ing around the nation could turn the 
tide. In the closely contested “swing 
states” voter registration among young 
people has risen sharply and a clear 
majority of them have registered as 
Democrats - something the polls would 
not typically reflect. In predominant- 
ly blue-collar Cleveland, Ohio, for 
example, new voters are registering at 
twice the rate recorded four years ago. 

But let’s suppose the polls are right 
and the widely supported “Anybody But 
Bush” campaign fails. 

A victory for Bush on 2 Novem- 
ber will reflect the failure of John 
Kerry's campaign. In recent weeks as 
his campaign has continued to floun- 
der, Kerry has abandoned his absurd 
posturing as the “commander-in-chief 
in waiting” and begun to attack the 
rationale advanced by the Bush admin- 
istration for going to war against Iraq. 
He remains, however, publicly com- 
mitted to maintaining a military pres- 
ence in the country for a full four years 
- albeit with more troops wearing blue 
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ok to the streets of New York City on 29 August to protest against Bush 


UN helmets. Beyond this pledge Kerry 
will not and, most probably, cannot go. 

As the Democratic standard-bear- 
er, he faces an inherent constraint, 
which means that he dare not break 
fundamentally from the supposed post- 
9/11 consensus around US imperial- 
ism’s “foreign policy”. Regardless of 
the fact that 90 per cent of the dele- 
gates at his own party’s convention 
indicated in July that they were now 
opposed to the Iraq war, along with 
such pro-Kerry maverick billionaires 
as Warren Buffett and George Soros, 
the dominant capitalist interests in the 
US are not prepared to withdraw from 
Iraq any time soon since the overall 
cost of what would effectively be a 
humiliating defeat outweighs any of 
the potential advantages. 

Bush has quite unashamedly served 
as the chief executive for the very 
rich and major multinational corpo- 
rations, lavishing tax cuts on the upper 
middle class, bashing the west coast 
dockers and public sector unions and 
further deregulating swathes of indus- 
try. Still, Bush’s lead in campaign con- 
tributions from big business is narrow 
in most key sectors of the economy, 
with the extraordinary but unsur- 
prising exception of the oil, gas and 


extractive industries, where an esti- 
mated 90 percent of contributions are 
going Bush’s way. At the same time, 
the Democratic Party leadership 
remains utterly and very willingly 
accountable to the interests of those 
bosses. 

But there is a potentially powerful 
contradiction opening up between 
Kerry, the Democrats and their “base” 
in a diminished but still immensely 
powerful organised working class. The 
Democrats were, of course, the party 
that launched the first Cold War, 
including Korea; the party that under 
Kerry’s idol, John F Kennedy, dra- 
matically escalated the war against 
Vietnam. And during the Clinton years 


took unilateral military interven- 


tions without the rubber stamp of 
the United Nations, in Haiti and the 
Balkans, while ruthlessly enforcing the 
sanctions regime that claimed the lives 
of hundreds of thousands of Iraqis 
for most of the 1990s. 

Through all this organised labour 
has either slavishly supported US impe- 
rialism’s military adventures or 
remained utterly silent. In sharp 
contrast to the situation that prevailed 
for virtually the whole of the Vietnam 
War, significant sections of organised 


labour, sometimes in defiance of 
national union bureaucracies are 
adopting positions that are overtly 
opposed to the current war and occu- 
pation, and are incompatible with 
the line of Kerry and the Democratic 
nationally. 

In late August the Communications 
Workers of America (CWA) joined the 
Service Employees (SEIU), American 
Federation of State, County and Munic- 
ipal Employees (AFSCME), Postal 
Workers (APWU), Mail Handlers (a divi- 
sion of the Laborers’ Union - LIUNA), 
and the California, Washington, and 
Maryland/DC Federations of Labor in 
adopting strong antiwar resolutions 
this year. At present, all these organi- 
sations are also (more or less) backing 
Kerry's campaign. In total, the unions. 
are bankrolling the Democratic can- 
didate to the tune of some $65 million 
- in absolute terms, at least, the biggest 
ever “investment” in a US election by 
organised labour 

These factors, combined with the 
size and fervour of the anti-war protests, 
illustrate the basis for a “third party”, 
a genuine “Labour Party” independent 
of the pro-capitalist and imperialist 
duopoly of both Democrats and Repub- 
licans, with serious roots in the work- 
ing class and among those oppressed by 
racism, sexism and homophobia. 

Despite the dismal absence of choice 
in this as in other US elections over 
many decades (see box on Nader candi- 
dacy) such a party is not a utopian 
pipedream but a renewed possibility 
in the coming period, even if it is not 
about to enter the stage before the 2 
November general election. 

Whatever the eventual outcome 


‘ of that poll, the tasks facing socialists 


in the US will not fundamentally 
change, even if Bush temporarily 
demoralises many around the world 
with a victory next month. The extraor- 
dinary size and fervour of the 29 August 
march through Manhattan was a pow- 
erful reminder that militant youth and 
US workers desperately need but can 
also construct their own alternative to 
both Bush/Cheney, Kerry/Edwards and 
the system of global exploitation and 
oppression that all four defend tooth 
and nail. 


Ralph Nader's strange bedfellows 








n 2000 the long- 
standing consumer 
rights advocate, Ralph 
Nader, stood as the 
Green Party's 
presidential candidate, 
featuring on the ballot in 
most of the 50 states. He 
garnered around 3% of the 
popular vote nationwide 


(though considerably more . 


in several states) and was 
denounced by many.a 
Democratic Party hack for 
putting Bush in the White 
House. 

At the time, Nader 
lacked significant trade 
union support even at a 
local level, but enlisted the 
backing of an impressive 
array of left-leaning 
celebrities and academics, 
and the ISO, the former 
sister organisation of the 
British SWP. Four years on 
Nader is again mounting a 
presidential campaign of 
sorts, though this time he 
is not the candidate of a 
sharply divided Green 
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Party and the likes of Tim 
Robbins, Susan Sarandon 
and Howard Zinn have also 
abandoned his camp. In 
their stead have come an 
ever weirder and more 
unsavoury collection of 
benefactors and media 
champions. Among them 
has been the former Nixon 
speechwriter turned far- 
right populist and anti- 
Semitic demagogue, Pat 
Buchanan. While stopping 
short of endorsing Nader 
he has certainly bestowed 
praise on a candidate one 
might have assumed would 
be his arch opponent. 

Perhaps Buchanan's 
enthusiasm for Nader has 
something to do with the 
latter’s championing of 
tighter immigration 
controls, a position which 
has embarrassed his 
running-mate, leading 
Green Party light, Peter 
Camejo, who has 
effectively broken with his 
own organisation's 


conference decision to 
stand as Nader's vice- 
presidential candidate. But 
Nader’s new-found friends 
and supporters also 
include more mainstream 
Republicans who have 
helped finance his efforts 
to get on the ballot paper. 
Overall, some 10 per cent 
of Nader's funds appear to 
have come from Bush 
backers and in some key 
states the figure appears 
to be much higher. 

- In Florida, where the 
State Supreme Court has 
added Nader's name to the 
ballot, Glenda Hood, the 
Secretary of State, and still 
another unabashed Bush- 
backer in the cabinet of 
Dubya’s brother, Jeb, 
insisted that the Nader 
candidacy feature on the 
state’s absentee ballots 
even before the judges 
made their ruling. This 
year, the Democrats have 
spent an absurd amount of 
time and money mounting 


ASS OE TE NS 


legal challenges to sustain 
a deeply undemocratic bar 
against Nader, though their 
charge that he is little 
more than a spoiler for the 
Republicans now has some 
credence. 

Meanwhile, leading 
lights of the British SWP 
have continued to lend 
Nader their not terribly 
critical support. Alex 
Callinicos has launched 
justified salvoes at Kerry 
and the Democrats but 
praised the Nader 
candidacy, while a 25 
September editorial in 
Socialist Worker claims 
that it points “in the right 
direction” - no irony 
intended. 

A letter from a long- 
time SWP member, Nick 
Grant, which appears in the 
paper's 1 October edition is 
rather more honest and 
perceptive: 

“During a month spent 
in Los Angeles, San 
Francisco and New York | 


came across not one public 
meeting, street stall, 
poster or leaflet for the - 
Nader campaign. Even 
though these areas are the 
liberal heartlands of the 
US, where he may not have 
wanted to focus his 
resources, Nader’s only 
national presence was in 
press reports of his legal 
fights to get on the 
maximum number of state 


~ ballots. On the other hand, 


there were regular 
Democratic Party 
recruitment and 
registration stalls in 
shopping areas, music gigs 
and travel points”. 
Crucially, Grant notes 
that the campaign has had 
no serious involvement 
with any of the various 
coalitions that have 
emerged to oppose the 
wars waged by Washington 
in the wake of 9/11, 
however critical Nader has 
sometimes been of Bush's 
“war on terrorism”. He also 


highlights the almost 
complete absence of 
visible support among the 
hundreds of thousands of 
marchers on the streets of 
New York during the 
emphatically anti-war, as 
well as anti-Bush, 29 
August demonstration. 
While the Nader 
campaign may indeed 
prove a factor in the 
eventual outcome on 2 
November, there are few if 
any excuses remaining for 
those like the SWP and its 
ex-sister group, the ISO, 
who would like to pretend 
that a Nader campaign is 
some kind of short cut to a 
workers’ party in the 
United States. Their 
support for Nader seems 
still another symptom of 
an incurable infatuation 
with populist electoralism 
that stands in sharp 
contrast to an earlier 
tradition within its ranks of 
outright contempt for vote- 
catching exercises as such. 
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Civil servants ballot for 5 November strike J a 


Vote ‘Yes’ and 
put a rocket under 


Gordon Brown! 











he Public and Commercial Services 
Union is balloting 290,000 members 
for a one day strike on 5 November 
in protest at Gordon Brown’s plans 
to sack 104,000 civil servants. 

Soon the government will announce plans 
to reform civil service pensions, and arrange- 
ments for sick leave. While exact details are not 
known, it is believed that the pension age will 
be raised from 60 to 65 and the final salary pen- 
sion scheme will be replaced with an average 
salary scheme. Those civil servants “lucky” 
enough to keep their jobs will have to work 
longer for less money into their old age. 

The government is also examining Tesco's 
scheme of cutting the pay for the first three 
days a worker is sick. When you're Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer, “Every little helps”. 

This is also a blatant attack on women 
workers and ethnic minorities, who form the 
bulk of the low paid in the civil service. Some 
250,000 female civil servants receive 27 per 
cent less pay than their male colleagues, 
creating a pay gap that is wider than the 
national average. An incredible 91 per cent of 
women working in the civil service earn less 
than the national average wage. 

This government is not only anti-work- 
ing class, it’s sexist to boot. 





CLOSURES WILL WORSEN SERVICES 

Forty thousand of the jobs will be cut from 
_ the Benefits Agency. Brown clearly couldn’t 
give a monkey’s if the unemployed and long- 
term sick get stuffed. 

Seven Benefit Offices across Wales are due 
to close with about 800 people losing their jobs. 
Service users in those towns, who are among 
the most vulnerable people in society, will have 
to call or physically travel to so-called super- 
offices if they have problems with their 
benefits. 


Get active, stay active, 


“Front line” government services will be 
even further away from the communities they 
are supposed to serve. 


WALK-OUTS 

Like those excited kids who set off bangers 
before bonfire night, some workers have been 
unable to wait for 5 November. Benefit Office 
workers in Newtown in Powys walked out on 
unofficial strike on 15 September after learn- 
ing that 70 of them will lose their jobs. 

Around 200 workers in Fife also walked out 
after being told that five Scottish Benefit Offices 
will be closing with possible redundancies 
reaching 2,000. There were similar stories in 
Manchester and Liverpool. 

This is an indication of the level of anger 
among civil servants who are worrying over an 
uncertain future, unsure whether or not Gor- 
don Brown’s axe might fall upon them next. One 
in four PCS members earn less than £13,600 per 
year. Most of those thrown onto the scrapheap 
could barely afford the next month’s rent, let 
alone Tony and Cherie Blair's £3.5 million mort- 
gage on their retirement mansion. 

While every activist must work overtime to 
secure the biggest possible “Yes” vote, the lead- 
ership’s strategy of a one-day national strike 
followed by local actions is inadequate. 


TUC BETRAYS AT LABOUR PARTY CONFERENCE 
General Secretary Mark Serwotka contin- 
ues to make much of the backing he has 
secured from the TUC. 

Yet, none of the other unions saw fit to 
table a debate on civil service job cuts at the 
Labour Party Conference — let alone bring 
forward their own grievances and strike up a 
united front against the general onslaught 
on public sector jobs and services. 

Serwotka described this as “disappointing” 
but said he understood they had their own pri- 
orities. “Disappointing” is what one bureau- 
crat might say to another; disgusting is how 


most PCS members saw it. The TUC has offered 
sympathy and given Serwotka a standing ova- 
tion at Congress — then hung him out to dry. 

These same cretins also tout Gordon Brown 
as the possible saviour of “real” Labour. But if 
this man took over the Labour Party who would 
notice the difference? Not Civil Servants since 
these cuts are his idea. Not the long-suffering 
[ragi people as Brown has publicly backed Blair’s 
war. Nor the people of the developing world who 
suffer under the IMF sponsored deregulation 
programmes which Brown trumpets. 

The PCS needs to urgently link up with 
those in the RMT, FBU and other unions ready 
to break with Labour and fight for a real work- 
ers party; one that defends and extends public 
services, not slashes them, one that delivers 
solidarity, not empty promises, one that rep- 
resents the working class, not the bloated 
bureaucrats of Congress House. 


FIGHT FOR A WINNING STRATEGY 

Despite these criticisms, it is now imperative 
that the union secures a big turn out in the 
ballot and a big “yes” vote. Over the next few 
weeks, until the ballot closes on 22 October, 
activists will be organising mass members’ 
meetings, and going out to build support for 
the strike among members and recruiting 
non-members. 

Local cross-departmental strike commit- 
tees, elected by and accountable to regular 
mass meetings need to draw up plans for 6 
November now. 

Walk-outs show the way. Strikers should 
spread the strikes to other areas, create a rolling 
strike from below. The 5 November should 
mark just the beginning of the fireworks. The 
employers have started closing offices and 
transferring Benefits Agency workers to the 
other side of the counter. 

If we are not to leave them there, we need 
to build for an indefinite national strike — start- 
ing on 5 November! 





guar: 
occupy to 
Save jobs 


By the middle of September, the Ford Motor Company 

announced that they intend to stop car production at the 
Jaguar plant at Browns Lane, Coventry, wrifes Dave 
Ashcroft. The move will mean the loss of 1,150 jobs in what 
workers fear is the first step in Ford’s plan to move Jaguar 
manufacture to America, or even to Ford pulling out of 
making cars in Britain entirely. 

So far, the response of the 9 ——— 
unions involved, the Transport 
and General Workers, Amicus 
and GMB, has been to organise 
lobbies of Ford's top bosses at 
the Paris motor show, and of 
the Labour Party conference. A 
mass demonstration through 
Coventry is planned, but no 
date has yet been set. 

The unions’ argument that 
the closure of Browns Lane 
will tear the heart out of 
Coventry will win the sympathy of Coventry's Peugeot and 
council workers, who know that their jobs may be next. The 
crue! logic of globalisation means that, while Ford is moving 
production back to its home base in the USA, Peugeot is 
taking advantage of the Czech Republic’s entry into the EU 
by planning to shift plant Eastwards in the next five years. 

]_Incredibly, this could leave 

of | Coventry, once synonymous 
with the car industry, with 
| just one motor factory left: 
London Taxis International. 
| But this will cut no ice in 
hee by | changing the plans of the 

7 cS | bosses of a global 
| corporation like Ford. 

Seuier warlars see shows that they are prepared to 
take more decisive action than union leaders like the 
“left” T&G and Amicus general secretaries, Tony Woodley 
and Derek Simpson. A mass meeting at Browns Lane 
voted six to one for a strike against the plant closure and 
job losses. 

If the closure is to be defeated, what is needed is an 
occupation at the plant. Such an action would make Browns 
Lane a beacon to rally the active support of workers, in 
Coventry and beyond - as well as taking the bosses’ 
property hostage. 

@ Occupy to save Jaguar! 
@ Call for international solidarity! 
@ For a Coventry-wide strike! 
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Even the onset of war did not stop 
the global revolt against it. 

Across the world the working 
class is coming together. 
Globalisation has forced workers 
and activists from different 
countries and continents to unite, 
work and fight together. There have 
been huge Social Forums of 
resistance in Europe at Florence 
and Paris, in Asia at Hyderabad and 
Mumbai, and in South America at 
Porto Alegre. 

Together with the L5I, which is 
represented on the European 
Social Forum, Workers Power 
campaigns to bring these 
movements together into a New 





World Party of Socialist Revolution 
- the Fifth International. 

This is a momentous time, one 
of those times when the true 
nature of the world we live in 
suddenly becomes clear to millions. 
Capitalism is revealing itself to be a 
system of war, conquest and global ] 
inequality. By taking to the streets 
against war and capitalism, 
hundreds of thousands of people | 
are showing that they have seen ' 
through the lies. ; 

; 
{ 


Take the next step and join 
Workers Power. Phone us on 
020 7820 1363 or email us at [ 
workerspower@btopenworid.com L 


' JOIN US! 


| 2 1 would like to join the 

| Workers Power group 

| 1 Please send more details 
| about Workers Power 
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Transform the Unions 





the home of European neo-liberal- 
ism. Britain will also probably host an 
EU summit. We must summon the 
youth of Europe to shut down these 
gatherings of thieves and murderers. 

We must set out to stall and throw 
into retreat the assault on our social 
gains, wages, hours. We must oppose 
the neoliberal EU constitution, the wave 
of privatisations, and win the work- 
ers’ movement to a programme of 
nationalisation under workers control. 

The Assembly must create a Stand- 
ing Council of the Assembly, which 
should meet several times over the year 
to oversee this campaign. 

Last but not least it should draw 
up proposals for the January 2005 
World Social Forum in Porto Alegre, 
where it should convene, with organ- 
isations from the other continents, a 
World Assembly of the Social Move- 
ments. The disillusion with Lula’s 
betrayal in Brazil means that this WSF 
will take place at a critical moment. 

If we do not take these steps forward 
now, the anticapitalist movement 
that achieved so much between 1999 
and 2003 could degenerate into the 
pure talking-shop that the right wing 
elements that have seized control of the 
WSF so desperately want. 

The preparations for the London 
ESF have already seen a take over of the 
official platforms by Labour’s Ken 
Livingstone and the “centre-left” union 
bureaucrats, who want a “nice event” 
to restore the prestige of trade union- 
ism and left reformism, but no open 
confrontation. 

They want to make Livingstone — 
London Mayor —- look radical but 
respectable. They harbour illusions that 
one day Ken will lead the Labour Party 
and usher in the socialist millenni- 
um. Dream on! 


the state that defends it. But the 
working class as a whole — black and 
white — makes up the overwhelming 
majority of the population. United in 
struggle, the working class could 
bring the whole racist system 
crashing down. 

Racism will not disappear: 
automatically because it is a 
reflection of real divisions — within 
society and within the working class 
itself. When black and white workers 
live alongside each other and 
struggle together, as in the anti-war 
movement, barriers begin to dissolve. 
But to win the working class as a 
whole to the fight for black 
liberation, a constant, conscious 
struggle against racism is necessary. 

This is why we think that fighting 
racism should be at the forefront in 
the fight against capitalism. We need 
to build up a new revolutionary 
working class party, to unite black 
and white workers and youth in the 
fight for: 

e An end to all discrimination in 


The war on Iraq has led to an increase in Islamophobic attacks 


Militant anticapitalist forces — which 
constitute a majority of the rank and 
file of the movements of the early 
21st century — need to challenge the 
old and decrepit reformists that are try- 
ing to hog-tie the new movement with 
legalism: and bureaucratic conser- 
vatism. 

The reformists’ horizons are narrow 
ones. Ours are far broader and bolder: 
the grandest narrative there is, human 
liberation. To match the militancy of 
Seattle, Genoa and Buenos Aires, which 
saw in the turn of the new century we 
need to create a new world organisa- 
tion, anew world political party, a Fifth 
International. We need it to co-ordi- 
nate the struggle against a global 
enemy, the brutal empires centred in 
Washington or Brussels and win 
through to another, socialist world. 


KEY MEETINGS 


¢ Future of the European Social Forum 
Friday 9-12 noon 


e For a democratic and social Europe 
Friday 9-12 noon 
Annicke Coupe (G10), Franco 
Russo (Cail) 


¢ Our world is not for sale 
Friday 4-6 pm 
Evo Morales, Mark Curtis 

¢ Privatisation and political parties 
Friday 7-9 pm 
Alex Callinicos (SWP) 

° Networks of struggle or new 
world party? 
Saturday 2-4 pm 
Richard Brenner (L51), Kirstie 
Paton (Workers Power) 


¢ ASSEMBLY OF THE SOCIAL 


MOVEMENTS 
Sunday 9-12 noon 











housing, education and jobs 

e Organised self-defence in 
communities against police, racist 
and fascist attacks 

e Smashing of all immigration 
controls and fight against all 
deportations: open the gates of 
Fortress Europe 

¢ Full rights for migrant workers 

e For a united working class fight 
against the system that causes 
racism: the capitalist profit system. 

The roots of racism lie in global 

capitalism. Only its overthrow will 

lay the foundation for a new society, 

one in which racism can at last be 

consigned to the dustbin of history. 


KEY MEETINGS 


© Asylum rights 
Saturday 11.30-1.30 pm 


© Roma 
Saturday 2-4 pm 


e Stop fascism 
Saturday 7-9 pm 





... continued from front page 


In the US, a similar alliance with 
radical youth recruited workers in 
the new industries and among migrant 
communities and attacked the increas- 
ing use of sweatshops by the likes of 
Gap and Nike. 

In the Global South, globalisation 
threatened workers and indigenous 
peoples: it would be wrong to believe 
the globalisers propaganda that people 
in the Far East, for example, enjoyed 
working for 20 cents an hour, 18 hours 
a day, with one day off a month. Organ- 
isations such as the Korean Congress 
of Trade Unions, the Mexican Authen- 
tic Labour Front, the Indonesian FNPBI 
led by Dita Sari have demonstrated at 
WTO meetings and sought out inter- 
national alliances. 

In Europe, France and Italy have 
seen the growth of radical syndicalist 
or autonomous unions. SUD-PTT 
(communications) and the CRC 
(health) were built by militants expelled 
from the main French unions which 
refused to support the unofficial co- 
ordinations, which developed in the 
course of strikes. In Italy, the CUB 
and Cobas similarly owe their origins 
to bureaucratic clampdowns. The 1992 
betrayal over a pay formula that gave 
Italian workers protection against infla- 
tion, and the 1995 strikes that saw off 
the “plan Juppé” in France proved turn- 
ing points with the growth of SUD and 
Cobas type unions. 

In Germany, Britain and the north- 
ern European countries, developments 
were slower. But left leaders have been 
elected, and tensions with the workers’ 
traditional parties in government have 
reached breaking point. 

But recent years have proved that 
the unions, especially in Europe, are 
inadequate to the tasks facing us. 






.. continued from front page 


and even death taking the fight to the 
forces of state repression. 

Over the course of 10 years the anti- 
capitalist movement has undergone 
immense changes. From being highly fib- 
ertarian and anarchist influenced in its pol- 
itics in the period up to the protests at 
Genoa it now encompasses broad political 
forces - former Communist Parties, far left 
organisations, NGOs, lobby groups and Trade 
Unions. A potential mass movement exists 
united in opposition to neo-liberalism. 

The ESF will reflect this broadening of 
the movement to an unheard of extent. 
The European Trades Union Council has 
now formerly turned to the Social Forums. 
Its British equivalent the TUC too will be 
supporting it plus the National Union of 
Students. And London's Mayor Ken Liv- 
ingstone. 

Revolutionaries should welcome these 
organisations and individuals into the 
movement, despite their historic repu- 
tation for conservatism. We demand 
though, that if they come into the move- 
ment they are to be aware that this is a 
movement of action and struggle on the 
streets. We demand that they mobilise 
their memberships in a renewed strug- 
gle against war, racism and neo-liberal- 
ism. 

But where does this leave young 
people who are after all the militant 
wing of this movement? At this year’s ESF 
the platforms speakers will be over- 
whelmingly - not one young person will 
speak in a plenary session. The organis- 
ers of the ESF - the TUC, GLA and SWP 
- blocked all attempts to get a fully simul- 
taneously translated Youth Assembly 
let alone a self organised space for young 
people. 

At arecent programme group meeting 
the NUS bureaucracy, who also opposed 


Youth are the future 


Cobas led the struggle in defence of 
Article 18, which gave some protection 
to workers against sackings, forcing the 
big unions to unite in a general strike. 
But Berlusconi is still there, Fiat shed- 
ding jobs, and the referendum on Arti- 
cle 18 was lost. 

In France, Electricite Francais and 
France Telecom have been privatised. 
The 35-hour week is under threat. Pen- 
sion reforms — the issue that brought 
down plan Juppé — have been secured. 

The German unions have been 
defeated over pensions, the 35-hour 
week in the East, unemployment and 
sickness benefits. 

All of these defeats were unneces- 
sary. In every case, the workers showed 
they were ready for a real fight. But the 
unions must be transformed into fight- 
ing rank and file organisations if they 
are to win and roll back the neo-liber- 
al offensive. 

To turn things round we have to 
urgently: 

e Unite in struggle to defend and 
extend the social gains of post-war 
Europe: health and education serv- 
ices, pensions, unemployment ben- 
efits, union rights 

e Forge cross-border links at every level 
of the unions so that workers cannot 
be played off against each other 

e Build rank and file movements in 
every union, across the unions, and 
over the borders, that can hold their 
leaders to account, launch action 
when they sell out, and replace 
them with new ones once they are 
exposed. 

¢ Call on the union leaders to use 
their influence to demand that the 
social democratic, socialist, com- 
munist and labour parties defend 
the workers’ gains and attack the 
rampaging capitalists through taxa- 


all moves to gain the above, made impas- 
sioned pleas for two young people (sur- 
prise, surprise two bureaucrats from NUS) 
to chair plenary sessions at the ESF 
because ‘We have to represent young peo- 
ple on the platforms’. 

The ESF must organise and unite the 
young militants around a political strat- 
egy for the movement itself. This will begin 
to give a voice to young people but can 
also play a key role on leading the entire 
movement in a revolutionary direction. 

Several youth organisations are organ- 
ising a youth assembly at this years ESF 
to discuss the marginalising of young peo- 
ple at the ESF and what we can do about 
it and to discuss plans for mobilising for 
the G8 meeting in Scotland next year and 
the European Union Council meeting which 
will also be in Britain. 

At the Youth Assembly, young people 
must take steps towards organising our- 
selves on a higher political level. That is 
why the socialist youth group, Revolution 
will also propose that all the groups 
involved in the youth assembly should 
form a Youth International. A co-ordi- 
nation should be set up of organisations 
at the Assembly who want to take this 
project forward and hold a delegate based 
meeting in 2005. We must not confine 
ourselves to the struggles of Europe but 
take it outside Europe too. The next oppor- 
tunity to do this will be the World Social 
Forum in 2005. 

By organizing a key component of 
the militant wing of the movement on an 
independent and class basis now we can 
actually lay a foundation for higher level 
of both unity and militancy in the entire 
movement itself. 

Young people will be able to show con- 
cretely through their own actions that the 
formation of new international organisa- 
tions that challenge capitalism is a real pos- 
sibility, indeed a necessity, in the 21st cen- 





tion, regulation and — yes — nation- 

alisation; or decisively break with 

them and form new parties that will. 
These tasks cannot be achieved by 
sectarian abstention from struggling 
inside the major unions, nor by sim- 
ply electing new “left” leaders, nor by 
playing within the union rules. Our 
unions, across Europe and the world, 
have been usurped by a caste of 
bureaucratic leaders, who would 
rather preside over defeats than see 
their little empires crumble. 

They have made their peace with 
capitalism. The 160 million union 
members worldwide — and the count- 
less others denied organisation — can- 
not. They — and we — need anticapital- 
ist unions and revolutionary socialist 
parties. That can be the only content of 
the slogan, “Turn the anticapitalist 
movement toward the workers, make ~ 
the labour movement anticapitalist!” 


KEY MEETINGS 


e GLOBALISATION 
Friday 9-12 noon 
Andy Stern (SEIU) 


¢ Privatisation of postal services 
Friday 9-12 noon 


e Union activism 
Friday 1-3 pm 
Markus Dahms (IG Metall), 
Anick Coupe (G10), Pierro 
Bernocchi,(CoBas) 


© Should unions form new parties? 
Saturday 9-11 am 
Pat Spackman (RMT), Jimmy 
Nolan (Liverpool dockers), 
Matthias Fritz (IG Metall) 


e Labour and social rights 
Saturday 7-9 pm 
Bob Crow (RMT) 
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tury not an old fashioned and out dated idea. 
By taking militant action and calling 
on workers to join them in that action 
we can challenge the dead hand reformist 
leaderships of the international workers 
movement not through a sectarian 
but through a political strug- 
gle against their reformist policies and 
bureaucratic methods of organising. In 
conclusion, young people can be a crucial 
component in organising an effective fight 
for another world. 


KEY MEETINGS 


¢ Stop and search and ASBOs: the 
politics of youth exclusion 
Friday 9-12 noon 
Socialist Worker Students 


e Youth, students and the 
anti-war movement 
Friday 4-6 pm 

e Casual labour 
Friday 4-6 pm 


© Unite the struggles of youth 
Saturday 11.30-1.30 pm 
Revolution Europe 


® Role of youth in changing Europe 
Saturday 2-4 pm 
Amnesty International 
Hands Up 


e Young workers 
Saturday 7-9 pm 

e YOUTH ASSEMBLY 
Saturday 4.30-6.30 pm 














ifteen years ago with the 

ownfall of “communism” 

the rulers of the world pro- 

claimed that capitalism was 

victorious, that no alterna- 

tive to it was possible, that anew world 
order had arrived. 

They believed that a tiny handful of 
billionaires could with total impunity: 
® Take over the whole world. 

e Put entire continents on rations. 

e Amass vast fortunes while millions 
still starve. 

° Turn the fruits of humanity's labour 
into their private property. 

¢ Bomb, blast and blockade any coun- 
try whose rulers defy their will. 

¢ Pump poisons into the atmosphere 
while the globe burns, the deserts 
spread and the oceans rise. 

e Pollute our food, debase our culture 
and divide our species against itself 
with racist and religious hatreds. 

e Make us worship their dollar or their 
euro, covet their branded banalities, 
dream their consumer nightmares. 

e Slander us, tear gas us, beat us, 
imprison us, shoot us and bomb us 
if we dare to resist. 

But the masters of the world cele- 
brated too quickly. 

In the Global South, from Chia- 
pas to Soweto, from Jakarta to Gaza, 
people rose up in their millions against 
the austerity programmes decreed by 
the International Monetary Fund, 
against the takeover of industries 
and agriculture by huge American and 
European corporations, against “road 
maps” for national annihilation dic- 
tated by the arrogant G8 leaders to 
deny oppressed people their liberation. 

In North America and in Western 
Europe too, young people and militant 

workers rose in revolt. In Seattle, 

Prague, Quebec, Gothenburg and 

Genoa a new movement, calling itself 

anticapitalist, erupted onto the streets. 

True, it was one of great diversity. 
Trade unionists, ecologists, human 
rights activists, landless peasants, anar- 
chists and communists all discovered 
that their different struggles brought 
them face-to-face with the same enemy 
— global capitalism. — 

They discovered that it was capi- 
talist corporations, profits, patents, 
business secrecy, mass media, laws, 
governments, police and armies, that 
stand in our way of a better world. 

The hired hacks of the system have 
taunted this movement because it has 


many reasons for opposing capitalism, 

but as yet no agreed final aim. In the 

League for the Fifth International, we 

believe that while diversity may mean 

strength it can also mean divergence 
and disunity. We need to achieve ever 
greater unity in our struggles; we need 
to reach agreement on common aims. 

What should they be? 

We say: 

e The capitalists must be expropriated, 
with not penny paid to them. 

¢ Capitalism must be abolished across 
the globe and a world without class 
division, state repression, the oppres- 
sion of women, subject races and 
nations created. What Marx, Lenin, 
Rosa Luxemburg and Trotsky called 
communism. 

e All power must pass from the capi- 
talist cliques into the hands of dem- 
ocratic councils of delegates from the 
working class, the peasantry and 
the poor: directly elected by the mass- 
es and subject to instant recall. These 
councils must be supported by the 
armed working class and its allies. 

® The resistance of the exploiters must 
be broken by the force of millions act- 
ing together in a social revolution. 
Armed workers must forcibly break 
up the police and army that exist to 
support the rule of private property. 

e All production and distribution must 
be organised democratically and sus- 
tainably, without private ownership 
and the blind and brutal dictatorship 
of market forces. 

e Social inequality and the underde- 
velopment of whole continents must 
be overcome through the planned 
allocation of humanity’s resources: 
raw materials, means of transporta- 
tion, communication, technology and 
labour. 

e The 21st century must become the 

century of human freedom! 

There is only one road to this free- 
dom. It is the road of class struggle, the 
fight against all forms of exploitation: 
of the workers, the peasants, the urban 
poor. It is the fight against racism, 
national oppression, the oppression 
of women, youth, gays and lesbians. We 
must give maximum support to all their 
struggles: to every strike, occupation, 
picket line and march, 

We will aim to bring together in 
unions the vast numbers of unorgan- 
ised workers, young workers, those in 
new industries, and those slaving away 
in sweatshops without the right to 


organise. 

We fight against imperialism: the 
great global capitalist powers and 
corporations that use their vast mili- 
tary machines to pulverise peoples who 
resist them. We support all resistance 
to them. We oppose every penny spent 
and every person sacrificed to its 
invasions and occupations. We demand 
an end to the US, the UK and its allies’ 
bloody bombing and enslavement of 
the Iraqi people. We support the Pales- 
tinians in their heroic struggle against 
national oppression and the racist 
Israeli state. 

We fight the global financial insti- 
tutions that starve the world: the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund, World Bank 
and World Trade Organisation. We will 
resist their plans: austerity pro- 
grammes, privatisation, and free 
trade treaties, which enforce submis- 
sion to multinational corporations. We 
will chase their congresses and sum- 
mits across the globe, until they have 
been abolished once and for all. 

We fight against racism, which 
divides us and acts as an excuse for 
deep-seated global inequality. We 
demand equal rights for minorities, an 
end to all discrimination and an end to 
the lies of the racists in the mass media 
and press, which whip up violence 
against black people, Asians, Latinos, 
Roma, Jews, Albanians and Turks. 

We fight for full rights of asylum and 
for the right of all to travel where 
they want. The capitalists send their 
money to chase around the world in 
search of the best return, causing havoc 
and leaving devastation behind it when 
it pulls out without a moment's notice. 
Yet the victims of capital are denied the 
right of free movement. We fight to 
break down all borders, to defend 
refugees and asylum seekers from the 
capitalists’ sinister lies. When fascist 
and reactionary gangs engage in phys- 
ical attacks on refugees and minorities, 
we will not flinch from physical con- 
frontation to drive them back. 

We fight to free women from sys- 
tematic inequality, discrimination, 


whether open or hidden, consign- 
‘ment to domestic labour, sexual 


exploitation, low pay, daily abuse and 


the denial of reproductive rights. We 


struggle to eliminate the root cause of 
women’s oppression by creating a soci- 
ety in which the work of childrearing, 
cleaning and cooking are carried out in 
a rational, planned way, not divided up 


Should we fight to take power? 
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This.year’s ESF will see as number 
of fringe events, autonomous events 
outside of the official structures: Life 
despite capitalism, Beyond ESF, Soli- 
darity Village, or the exotically named 
Laboratory of Insurrectionary Imagi- 
nation. 

The groups and individuals involved 
in putting on these events vary from 


~ the Wombles, who specialise in mili- 


tant self-defence of demonstrations 
against police attacks, to various aca- 
demics and journalists, like John Hol- 
loway and Hilary Wainwright (both of 
whom are also speaking at the ESF 
proper), who want to work with post- 
modernist concepts of networks and 
value-free association, and to commu- 


* nity-based activists, setting up exchange 


schemes and squats. 

What unites all these people is their 
rejection of the traditional political 
objective of taking power, either by 
reformist means or by revolution. 
Because power implies power over 
someone else, the argument goes, to 
take power will only start a new cycle 
of violence and repression. If taking 
power is the most important moment 
in the anticapitalist struggle, the hor- 
izontals object, then our diversity is 
undermined by the prioritisation of 
some struggles over others. The revo- 


lutionary party, in their eyes, is the 
embodiment of this “hierarchy”; instead 
we need to develop networks and “hor- 
izontal” structures. 

On the face of this, the horizon- 
tals’ arguments can be persuasive. After 
all, we want to replace capitalism 
with its regulating of human lives to 
the nth degree, and its armed forces, so 
why use such command mechanisms 
in our own movement? . 

No sane activist wants to repeat the 
tragedy of the Communist Parties of 
the last century, who gave themselves 
a constitutional right to lead the mass- 
es and then bureaucratically controlled 
every part of society... until those mass- 
es overthrew them. The grotesque 
aping of this tradition by tiny groups 
like the Socialist Workers Party, who 
use their battery of full-timers to 
marginalise radical opposition and cre- 
ate sterile fronts like Globalise Resis- 
tance, has turned many thousands of 
activists off the idea of party organisa- 
tion and a strategy for power alto- 
sether. 

So what’s the alternative? 

Naomi Klein and others look to 
the Argentinian uprising in December 
2001 for inspiration. 

Four presidents were forced to 
resign in seven days of revolutionary 


street fighting. Sacked workers took 
over at least 1,000 factories, the jobless 
blocked main roads and the poor broke 
into supermarkets to distribute food to 
the hungry. On the surface here was an 
example of ordinary people taking con- 
trol of their lives without having to take 
power. 

But this future society of solidarity 
was undermined precisely because it 
left the capitalists in power. The capi- 
talists regrouped and promised stabil- 
ity — job security for those who were 
not sacked, a stable currency for 
those with any savings left — in return 
for law and order. In the end, the 
wave of factory occupations was 
smashed, the jobless now sit by the 
roads and the poor go hungry. Because 
the best fighters who brought down 
four presidents in a week could not offer 
an alternative solution to the crisis, the 
bosses and the capitalist state imposed 
theirs. 

Capitalism is a crisis-ridden system. 
It is not a Marxist conspiracy that cre- 
ates revolutionary situations, like in 
Argentina. On the contrary, capitalism 
itself, through the laws of competition, 
tends towards such crises. Society then 
faces a choice: either the capitalists 
restore profitable production at the 
expense of devastating hardship and 


Who are the Fifth Internationalists? 


among billions of families in which the 
woman is left to do all the unpaid labour. 

We fight the catastrophe of climate 
change and global warming, resisting 
corporations which pollute the earth, 
governments that refuse to take action 
against the emission of greenhouse 
gases, and policies which put the prof- 
its of big oil and the auto industry before 
the very survival of our species. 

We organise young people to fight 
for their democratic rights: the right 
to vote at 16, for an end to child labour, 
for fully funded, free, universal educa- 
tion, under the control of the youth 
themselves, not in the service of big busi- 
ness. We fight for an end to conscription 
and militarisation, which prepare the 
youth for slaughter in our masters’ wars. 

We oppose reformism and the poli- 
cy of the labour, socialist, social-dem- 
ocratic and mis-named Communist par- 
ties. Capitalism cannot be reformed 
through peaceful parliamentary means, 
by elections: it must be overthrown by 
the masses through force. 

We oppose the control of the trade 
unions by bureaucrats, the privileged 
officials of the trade unions. These over- 
paid officials must not control mass 
organisations; the members should 
have full democratic control. All offi- 
cials must be elected, recallable and 
removable at short notice; they must 
earn the average pay of the members 
they claim to represent. 

We oppose Stalinism, which was not 
communism but a dictatorship over 
the working class by a privileged 
bureaucratic elite. Though their 
socialised economies did represent a 
gain of the working class, without a 
political revolution to establish dem- 
ocratic planning and workers’ control 
over this ,it was doomed to collapse, 
eventually. 

We reject the failed policies of the 
official communist parties: the nation- 
alist policy of socialism in one coun- 
try; the self-defeating policy that the 
revolution must limit itself to a non- 
socialist “democratic stage”; the poli- 


cy that the working class must tie itself — 


to capitalist forces in “patriotic blocs”, 
or “peoples’ fronts”. | 
We declare our goals openly and 
reject all deceitful attempts to mimic 
reformism in the belief that history 
or the objective process will do the 
job that open and honest revolution- 
aries alone can perform. We oppose the 
strategy of centrist parties, that zigzag 





bloody repression of those who will not 
bend the knee; or the workers and the 
poor seize the means of production 
themselves and rebuild society accord- 
ing to democratically agreed plan to 
meets peoples needs. 

To achieve the latter will necessitate 
breaking up the capitalists police forces 
and their armies, abolishing their 
parliaments and legal systems, other- 
wise will face months or years of bloody 
civil war. In other words we have to take 
power. 

What is ruled out in such revolu- 
tionary situations as in Argentina, is 
the slow accumulation of pockets of 
ideal democracy and alternative eco- 
nomic and social models. Of course, 
after a successful revolution, the new 
humanity could blossom as a thousand 
different flowers; but capitalism, in its 
search for profits, will cut off their heads 
before they can pollinate. 

Which brings us back to the ques- 
tion of organisation. Every activist 
knows that being oppressed and exploit- 
ed does not make a person enlightened. 
Some see the enemy as capitalism 
and its state; others blame immigrants, 
“terrorists” or the trade unions. Should 
those who want to use capitalism's 
crises to smash the system combine, 
develop their ideas, concentrate their 


between revolutionary words and 
reformist practice. 

Sharing power with reformist cap- 
italist governments, relying on parties 
that blur the distinction between reform 
and revolution is a recipe for confusing 
the workers at the crucial stage. We fight 
for the establishment of revolutionary 
parties in every country. 

We reject the passive propaganda of 
sects that oppose active involvement in 
the anticapitalist movement and the 
daily struggles of the working class. We 
will forge unity in action and a united 
front with all working class forces 
against our common enemy, without 
renouncing our views or our revolu- 
tionary methods. 

With our communist goal firmly in 
our sights, along the road of the class 
struggle, we propose the unity of all 
revolutionary forces in a new Fifth 
International, a party organised across 
national boundaries to fight for world 
revolution and a global communist 
republic: a World Commune. 

The capitalists, for all their arro- 
gance, are watching apprehensively as 
the forces assemble for the great bat- 
tle of the 21st century: the battle to free 
humanity from their grip. Certainly 
those forces have not yet attained the 
necessary degree of organisation, dis- 
cipline and clarity to achieve this. But 
they can and they will — if the new 
generation of working class fighters can 
unite to build a new world party of social 
revolution. For this to happen revolu- 
tionaries must dare to proclaim this goal 
and openly rally the forces to achieve it. 

That is what we Fifth Internation- 
alists are doing. If you agree with our 
goal and our methods, then join us. 


KEY MEETINGS 


° Privatisation and political parties 
Friday 7-9 pm 


e Left parties (ongoing debates) 
Saturday 9-11 am 
Saturday 11.30-1.30 pm 
Saturday 7-9 pm 


¢ Networks of struggle or 
new world party? 
Saturday 2-4pm 
Richard Brenner (L5i), Kirstie 
Paton (Workers Power) 
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MOVEMENTS 
Sunday 9-12 noon 





efforts — i.e. form a party — or should 
they wait for the pure revolution to 
arise? 

For revolutionary Marxists and hun- 
dreds of millions around the world, we 
do not have the luxury to ponder 
such a dilemma. 


KEY MEETINGS 


e Strategies for social 
transformation 
Saturday 9-12 
Fausto Bertinotti 
(Rifondazione), John 


Holloway, Hilary Wainwright 
© Life Despite Capitalism 
Saturday 


* LETS co-operate 
Thursday 


¢ Beyond ESF 
Wednesday-Saturday 








